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NO! 


US/NATO- 
controlled Army? 


NO! 


Free British 
| National Army? 


YES! 


° 


Hands off our Army! 


Many prominent public figures, together 
with large and influential sections of the press, 
have lately been very vociferous in their 
opposition to the scheme for Britain to con- 
tribute a force of 20,000 to the proposed 
European Army — but the reasons given for 
this opposition are curious, to say the least. 

Most of the critics of this Euro force seem 
mainly to be exercised by the fear that it will 
undermine the role of NATO and, in partic- 
ular, jeopardise Britain’s ‘special relationship’ 
with the United States. 

In fact, neither NATO nor the United States 
should have anything to do with the matter. It 
is quite outrageous that any part of Britain’s 
armed forces should be placed under foreign 
command of any kind, whether European or 
American. This magazine has always opposed 
the NATO idea, but NATO today is even 
more superfluous than it was in the past; then 
its supporters claimed it was necessary for 
the defence of the so-called ‘free’ Western 
World to be co-ordinated in anticipation of a 
Soviet armed invasion. Now that contin- 
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gency, remote to begin with, belongs to the 
world of fantasy. So just what is NATO for? 
Against whom are its combined forces supp- 
osed to be moblised? The super power of 
Saddam Hussein’s Iraq? Or perhaps a resur- 
gent and revanchist Serbia (population app- 
roximately 10 million)? How much more 
absurd does the debate on defence have to 
become before it is brought down out of orbit 
to the ground of present-day strategic reality? 

The reality is that in the vast majority of 
cases — and certainly those involving Britain 
— national armed forces in any future conflict 
are likely to have to be used for national 
purposes: that is the defence of the realm and 
of its vital national interests, as in the case of 
the Falklands conflict — the last war in which 
British forces were used for any sane and 
sensible objective and British lives were put 
at risk in a necessary cause. 

What is misleadingly described as the pro- 
tective umbrella of America is just code for 
the New World Order — based in the United 
States but no more compatible with Amer- 
ica’s true interests than with our own. It was 
in pursuit of the designs of the NWO that 
Iraq was attacked in 1990 and is still under 
attack right up‘to the present, that the same 
happened to Serbia much more recently and 
that the whole superfluous superstucture of 
NATO and the so-called “Western Alliance’ 
is still being maintained at massive expense 
to all the countries involved. 

And of the proposed Euro Army we might 
ask the same question: what is it for? Whom 
is it going to go to war against? What power 
outside Europe at the present time is both 
strategically near enough to our continent to 
threaten it and even remotely strong enough 
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to attack successfully just one of its major 
nations, let alone the whole lot together? 

We have said it often enough before and 
we will say it again: British armed forces 
should be used solely for the defence of the 
United Kingdom and any vital overseas 
interests, such as the Falklands, as she may 
possess. For this purpose, those forces should 
be wholly under British command and 
equipped with weapons wholly produced in 
British factories. We should not only reject 
the idea of a ‘European Army’; we should 
also reject, and quit, NATO. We should then 
take the measures necessary to ensure that 
our forces revert to what they were up till 
quite recently: second to none in quality 
anywhere in the world. This means a retum 
to our old military traditions and dis- 
ciplines, a rejection of political correctness, 
a showing of the door to queers and a repud- 
iation of both racial and sexual equality — the 
latter being without prejudice to the valuable 
role played by women in the services in their 
own special units and functions, from which 
direct combat should be excluded. 

But try communicating this basic horse 
sense to the occupants of the dinner tables of 
Islington, and you won’t get very far! 


Whose election: theirs or ours? 


While we are on the subject of Britain’s 
shameful subservience to America, a word 
ought to be said about the recent circus of the 
US presidential election — still going on as 
we go to press. 

From the behaviour of the news media in 
this country, many Britons might be left 
wondering just whose election it was, the 
Americans’ or our own. Both TV and the press 
were to be found scratching every tiny detail 
out of the reports — as if the life of Britain 
depended on the result. News of the election 
— in particular the voting stalemate which 
was reached when faulty counting in Florida 
was discovered — dominated news headlines 
day after day and evening after evening, 
mostly to yawns from the ordinary British 
public — though it would not have seemed so 
from the air of frantic urgency adopted by the 
reporters and newsreaders. 

Let’s get things in perspective. The United 
States is a foreign country — a very important 
foreign country, it should be acknowledged — 
but a foreign country neverthe less. Of course, 
news of political developments in such a 
country is of interest here — but not to the 
wholly exaggerated extent portrayed by the 
British news media. There is a need for pers- 
pective, and perspective is something our 
news media do not seem to be very good at 
these days. 

All this apart, there is an element of farce 
in the implied supposition that the result of 
the US election is of great significance to 
British people. The truth is that it does not 
matter very much even to Americans them- 


selves — as the more informed and perceptive 
of them have been acknowledging. Dr. William 
Pierce, speaking on his radio programme 
American Dissident Voices, said of the result 
of the contest:- 
“The stringpullers, of course, are not really 
worried, because they know that either 
candidate will do what he is told to do. They 
will have to use somewhat different strat- 
egies depending on which candidate wins, 
but no-one is even permitted to become a 
serious candidate unless the stringpullers 
are certain beforehand that he will take 
orders.” 


Dr. Pierce was, of course, spotlighting a 
familiar phenomenon in almost every country 
labelled a ‘democracy’: that the power-brokers 
behind the scenes are really the ones in 
control, not the elected presidents or parties. 
In the case of the United States, by far the 
most influential power-brokers are in fact the 
Zionist lobby, which dominates Washington. 
London’s Jewish Chronicle hit the nail on 
the head on November 3rd when it published 
a report headed ‘Jewish votes could be key in 
Gore-Bush showdown’. The report went on 
to say that... 

“Jewish political and financial support has 

emerged as a powerful factor in the Demo- 

crats’ (Gore’s party’s) bid to carry critically 
important states like New York and Calif- 
ornia.” 

As of course has been the case for a long 
time. However, it should not be imagined 
that a Bush victory would make very much, 
if any, difference. All US governments for 
the past forty or more years have been ready 
to jump at the slightest crack of the Zionist 
whip. 

So if the outcome of this year’s presdent- 
ial election is of such little real consequence 
to the United States itself, the very idea that 
it should be important to Britain amounts to 
pure comedy. 


The new ‘aristocracy’ 


The traditional institution of aristocracy 
has always had its critics — particularly on the 
left. To be fair, it has also had its weaknesses 
and manifested its abuses. Nevertheless, it has 
provided Britain and certain other nations 
with a great many admirable and highly acc- 
omplished public servants — rather better ones, 
in fact, than most of these nations possess in 
this era of equality and ‘democracy’. 

But have aristocratic wealth, ostentation 
and privilege gone away? As far as Britain is 
concemed, they have not. These things have 
simply changed hands. We now have a new 
aristocracy. Just what sort of people comp- 
rise it we can get a picture of by examining 
the facts and figures concerning those who 
today boast the highest incomes and live in 
the most lavish mansions and palaces 

In a survey published in The Mail on Sunday 


on the 


month‘s news 


LORD OF THE MANOR 
This Tudor mansion house in Wiltshire (value £2 million) is the current home of the 
rock star Sting. Nice for those who can afford it! This is in fact far from being among 
the biggest properties owned by the idols of the ‘pop’ industry. 


(November 19th) it was stated that black boxer 
Lennox Lewis is Britain’s highest earner this 
year, with £40 million — yes, £40 million in 
one year! 

Not a captain of industry, mark you, not 
any of the people who have made real con- 
tributions to the nation’s prosperity (such as 
it is), but a boxer. But that’s not all. 

Among the top twenty of the nation’s 
eamers there are in fact eight businessmen, 
but of these one (Paul Raymond) is not an 
industrialist but a property developer. Another 
(Robert Edmiston) is a car dealer. Another 
(John Hales) has made his fortune out of 
Tellytubby toys. Mike Grabiner, the boss of 
Energis telecoms company, made most of his 
money when he cashed in share options last 
March. 

One among the top 20 is a writer, J.K. 
Rowling — but no Dickens or Jane Austen 
she. She has made her pile out of the Harry 
Potter series. Two are actors: Sean Connery 
(£13 million) and Anthony Hopkins (£12.4 
million). 

But here’s the part that’ll floor you. No 
less than seven of the 20 biggest earners have 
grown rich through the pop music industry! 
Elton John comes top with £27.4 million, 
Mick Jagger next with £12 million; then 
there’s Keith Richards (£10 miilion), George 
Michael (£9.5 million), Robbie Williams (£9 
million) and Charlie Watts and Ronnie Wood 
(£8 million each). 

Two of these (that we know about!) are 
queer. Elton John needs no further intro- 
duction in this regard. George Michael, it 
may be remembered, was arrested for indecent 
exposure to a male in a public toilet in the 
United States. Far from this harming his 
career as a pop idol, it seems to have 


enhanced it! Michael is seldom out of the 
headlines as the ‘star’ in some show or other. 

Not included in the richest 20 is the 
former Beatle George Harrison, who hit the 
news in October when some nutcase invaded 
his property and attacked him. The incident 
put the focus on the property itself: a palatial 
mansion in Oxfordshire of vast proportions 
which might once have been the home of an 
earl or duke. These people, who no doubt 
would sneer at the lavish lifestyles of such 
former pillars of society, are determined not to 
be outdone when it comes to demonstrating 
who are the new masters and mistresses of 
the realm! 

It all boils down, one supposes, to what 
the Germans call the zeitgeist — the priorities 
of the age and the rewards it bestows accord- 
ing to its ideals of service and merit! 


An over-powerful minority? 


In two newspaper articles at the end of 
October, writers complained about what they 
regarded as the ‘excessive’ power of Scots in 
British politics. In the Daily Mail of October 
28th David Heathcoat-Amory spoke of “The 
insidious rise of the McMafia,” and asked: 
“How much longer will England put up with 
it?” Then next day Michael Jones, writing in 
The Sunday Times under the heading ‘Scot 
invasion’, lamented “the extraordinary rise 
to power of the Caledonian clique.” 

All this is quaintly amusing. It prompts 
the question of what would have happened to 
those papers, and the writers, had their articles 
protested at the excessive power and influ- 
ence of a certain other minority — of much more 
distant roots. Telephone threats? Boycotts? 
Public wailing? They knew this, of course. 
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MOST READERS of this magazine will be aware 
that the British National Party, which we have 
always supported, has recently been going 
through some internal upheaval and controversy. 
It has been my policy to keep out of this controv- 
ersy — save for an intervention two months ago to 
call for the reinstatement of three party members 
whose expulsion I| believed had been a grave error. 
Two of these members were subsequently rein- 
stated, partly perhaps due to Spearhead’s appeal 
but also undoubtedly to pressures from other 
quarters. 

It would be comforting to believe that the 
divisions in the party were thereby ended, but 
apparently this is not the case. 

Now news has reached us of a new and poten- 
tially very dangerous development. Certain people 
— a few in the party and yet more outside — are 
saying that the BNP is ‘finished’ and that there is a 
need for the setting up of an entirely new party. 

| believe that this would be a disastrous course, 
and | have ample background knowledge and 
experience to support this belief. 

Over the past forty years there have been count- 
less attempts to form new nationalist parties 
through breakaways from existing parties, and 
they have ended in failure — and, moreover, have 
immensely damaged the nationalist cause. 

Do those who are enthusiastically peddling the 
idea of a new party really imagine that many 


people are going to run and join them? Some in our - 


party — the gullible and the naive — may do so. Not 
enough to make the new party in the slightest way 
effective, but enough to cause great damage to 
the BNP itself. Is that what these people want? 


TIME IS AGAINST US 


There may be some innocent folk who say: 
“Yes, let’s try another party, with a different app- 
roach, and if it doesn’t succeed we can go back to 
the BNP.” Well, | can assure these people that 
things simply do not work that way. It all amounts 
to reckless experimentation — and at the end of 
the day the experiments have all been tried before 
anyway. And the cause of nationalism in Britain 
simply does not have time for such experiments. 
We are headed for a situation in which Whites will 
be a minority in this country. We are not allowed 
the luxury of messing around with a myriad of 
parties. We need one party to fight for the survival 
of the British people! 
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A personal message from the Editor... 


Stand by the BNP! 


And just who are the people 
who are currently putting 
about the suggestion for a new party? We know 
most of them, and their credentials are not imp- 
ressive. For the most part, they have not been 
engaged in the nationalist struggle at all over the 
past decade but have chosen instead to sit inact- 
ively on the sidelines and denigrate the efforts of 
those who have. Many of them have spent their 
time on the fringes of the Tory Party, hoping to 
“swing it to the right.” They have failed miserably. 

Because of what we know of the glaring 
personal limitations of these people, we know that 
their new party (if it ever gets off the ground) will 
go nowhere. It will just join the shipwrecks of 
similar ventures that people have tried in the past 
— all now lying rusting at the bottom of the polit- 
ical ocean. At the best, parties of this kind just 
provide their puffed-up ‘leaders’ with tiny ponds in 
which to swim around as big fishes — until they 
get bored with the exercise and move on to other 
things. We have seen it all before — so many times! 

But in the process such a venture could imm- 
ensely damage the BNP — which would no doubt 
cause tremendous satisfaction to our enemies. 

Two of these enemies are the political division 
of Scotland Yard and MI5. Here is what a spokes- 
man for these bodies said in February 1999:- 

“Scotland Yard and MI5 are planning a huge covert 
operation to break up ... racist organisations... 
Intelligence officers will infiltrate Far Right groups 
like the British National Party... 

“We plan to close down these organisations...” 


It could not have been put more plainly than this! 

So are we going to oblige those whose mission 
is our destruction — and with it the destruction of 
the last hope for saving Britain from the abyss? 

We would certainly be obliging them if a new 
party were formed which would only further divide 
an already divided nationalist movement. 

None of this is to say that everything is right in 
the BNP, that there are not problems which need 
sorting out. There are such problems, but we can 
deal with them and put them behind us — always 
so long as we work together with a will to achieve 


- this. We will certainly achieve nothing by splits. 


So let us give the ‘new party’lobby short shrift. 
Let us resolve that our party will not be divided. 

LET US CLOSE RANKS AND STAND BY THE 
B.N.P.! 


Connoisseurs of the leftist cliché at its 
finest and best had a real feast when Lady 
Gavron, vice chairman of the Runnymede 
Trust, emitted a selection of her choicest 
thoughts. 

It was all there: the modish claptrap, the 
fatuously correct thoughts of the unthinking. 
Prince Charles should have been told to 
marry a black woman. We don’t need the 
Royal Family, though they are fun for tour- 
ists to look at. Anything hereditary is com- 
pletely anachronistic and illogical. 

The problem with the British Empire was 
that it was something we did to the Indians 
and Africans, not with them. Immigrants are 
constantly seen as a problem, not the huge 
benefit they are. Things have improved in 
Bnitain, but not if you’re Stephen Lawrence’s 
parents... 

Left-wing journalists are fond of mocking 
the opinions of the supposedly stupid major- 
ity as ‘saloon bar talk’. It is hard to imagine 
what anything corresponding to a humble 
saloon bar would be like for people as rich as 
the Gavrons. But if there were such a place, 
such is the talk you would hear in it for hours 
on end, and paralysingly boring it would be. 

People may wonder whether Lady Gavron 
is a ‘Hampstead thinker’ like Mrs. Dutt- 
Pauker, but of a younger generation and 
Operating on a lower intellectual level. I’m 
afraid that the chatelaine of Marxmount, 
with her proud heritage of old English upper- 
class Stalinism, may well regard Lady 
Gavron as “really rather common.” 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (20.10.00) 


... what has the grinning Jackanapes (Tony 
Blair) ever done apart from politics? 

He was a lawyer, but can anyone name a 
single case in which he appeared? We are not 
talking George Carman here. 

What he’s very good at, in a hammy sort 
of way, is emoting. 

He waves beautifully and can turn on the 
waterworks at the drop of a shroud. 

Blair would have made a perfect Princess 
of Wales. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (21.11.00) 


There was an unexpected outbreak of het- 
erosexuality among Labour peers last week 
as the House of Lords voted against legal- 
ising the seduction of young teenage boys by 
predatory old homosexuals — not to mention 
the buggery of young teenage girls... 

Not that lack of support in the Lords — or 
the strong majority against the lowering of 
the age of consent in the country — will have 
any effect on Mr. Blair. He says he will use 
the Parliament Act to push it through regard- 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


less of the House of Lords... 

Just what is the hold that the extreme 
homosexual lobby has over this Government 
that in the face of public opinion Mr. Blair 
persists in this legislation? 

NORMAN (LORD) TEBBIT 
The Mail on Sunday (19.11.00) 


The Government’s propaganda machine 
has characterised the fuel tax campaigners as 
right-wing thugs who are willing to hold the 
country to ransom for their own selfish ends... 

But that sort of pejorative language is 
really indicative of one thing: Labour does 
not understand these people. It doesn’t know 
where they came from, nor what they stand 
for, nor who they are, nor what they think. 
For these are the new working class — a pro- 
duct of the tectonic shifts in British politics 
over the past three decades... 

Part entrepreneurs, part campaigners for 
social justice, they fit no mould... 

The problem for the left-wing élite today 
is that the fuel tax demonstrators do not fit 
into Labour’s ideological mindset of public 
agitation. 

They are not from trade unions or ethnic 
minorities; nor are they students or environ- 
mentalists. 

Hard-working and law-abiding, they have 
no connection with crime or social security. 
They earn relatively poorly from their busi- 
nesses, but rather than demanding handouts 
they just want less of their own money con- 
fiscated by the Government. 

LEO McKINSTRY 
The Mail on Sunday (5.11.00) 


A report by a parliamentary committee on 
the shameful and treacherous campaign 
against the Serbs reveals not only its military 
incompetence but also the persistent lying 
that accompanied the whole disgraceful 
affair. 

In the first place, our politicians lied about 
the scale of the atrocities committed during 
the initial Albanian uprising in Kosovo, 
thereby setting off a popular outcry: “Some- 
thing must be done.” 

They lied about the deceitful negotiations 
by which the Serbs were forced into a corner; 
they lied about the far greater number of 
victims indirectly produced by the bombing 
of Serb civilians; they lied about the alleged 


_ ‘mass graves’ of Albanian victims. 


Around all these lies, making them, if 
possible, even more repellent, floated a vap- 
orous clouid of moralising cant projected by 
Blair, Cook and the rest of the New Labour 
gang. When the time comes for a reckoning 
with those people, the shameful episode of 


Kosovo, which now seems half-forgotten, 
should be a big item on the indictment. 

PETER SIMPLE 

Daily Telegraph (27.10.00) 


Even before IQ tests were invented, there 
was a link between race, intelligence and 
cultural achievement. One did not need to be 
a rocket scientist to figure it out, although try 
and say this to rich, white lefties living in 
Islington. S.J. Gould, a pop-philosopher, 
tells us in The Mismeasure of Man that there 
is no link beteween race and intelligence, 
and it’s all because of white racism. Horse 
feathers, says the greatest philosopher since 
Aristotle. 

The problem lies with Whites alright, but 
not the way the left wants us to believe. It is 
the cult of victimology, one that treats “vic- 
timhood not as a problem to be solved, but as 
an identity to be nurtured.” An African- 
American writer, John McWhorter, points 
out how race hustlers “delight and revel in 
the cheap thrills of getting to Blacks as 
eternal victims and Whites as eternal opp- 
ressors.” Just look at what the race hustlers 
did to The Bell Curve, a book that scientific- 
ally proved that Blacks do have lower IQs 
than Whites. It was Uncle Tom’s Cabin in 
reverse. 

TAKI THEODORACOPULOS 
The Spectator (4.11.00) 


The aim... is to make everybody who 
denies the exact moral equivalence between 
homosexuality and heterosexuality feel bad. 
The mesage is that, if you deny homosexual 
partners the same rights as husbands and 
wives, or if you believe that the age of 
consent for homosexual intercourse should 
be higher than for the heterosexual sort, then 
you are just plain nasty. 

Very well, then, I am nasty. As the father 
of four boys, the oldest now 15, Iam strongly 


against the Government’s move to lower the 


age of homosexual consent to 16. I know that 

the great majority of parents of young teen- 
age boys feel the same. 

TOM UTLEY 

Daily Telegraph (22.11.00) 


For far too long, the foreign policy/grand 
strategy of the West has been driven by the 
ideology of internationalism. This is there- 
fore an appropriate moment to question both 
the ideology in itself and the wisdom in any 
case of basing policy on ideology; and to 
propose instead that we return to the prag- 
matic promotion of our material self-interest. 

CORRRELLI BARNETT 
Letter in Daily Telegraph (22.11.00) 
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A PIECE OF NEWS last month, not big in 
itself, told a tale. Under the heading 
‘North Koreans buy English brewery’, it 
was reported in The Sunday Telegraph 
(12th November) that Usher’s Brewery in 
Trowbridge, Wiltshire, was being dis- 
mantied and_ its parts 
shipped to North Korea, 
where they will be reass- 
embled on the outskirts of 
the capital, Pyongyang. This 
was part of a deal costing 
£1.5 million which resulted 
from the owners of Ushers, 
Thomas Hardy Brewing and 
Packaging, advertising the 
brewery ‘on the market’. 

Ushers has in fact been in 
business since 1824. 

There will be some who 
will shrug their shoulders and 
say: “So what’s the big deal?” 
At a time when foreigners are 
buying up this country and its 
industries lock, stock and 
barrel, what difference is it 
going to make if a Wiltshire 
brewery — and a relatively 
small one at that — goes too?” 

But this very question gets to the heart of 
the problem. We have become ‘so condit- 
ioned to the idea that there is no such thing as 
a ‘national economy’ — in the sense of nat- 
ional economic assets held in trust as part of 
the national heritage, to be treasured as a 
debt to bygone generations who created them 
— and, in contrast, have been taught to 
believe in the concept of a “world economy’, 
in which national possessions are traded as 
mere items of exchange in the market place — 
that transactions like the Ushers deal have 
just become seen as par for the course, a 
mere drop in the ocean — as indeed it is — 
compared with much bigger sell-outs, such 
as those of Jaguar and Rolls Royce, parts of 
our vital public utilities like electricity and 
water, and vast chunks of our formerly great 
shipbuilding industry. 

Over the near 36 years in 
which it has been in public- 
ation, this magazine has, in 
editorials and privately written 
articles, consistently opposed 
the creeping internationalis- 
ation of the British economy — 
in respect both of foreign take- 
overs which have resulted in 
British companies coming 
under overseas ownership and 
of uncontrolled imports of 
manufactured goods which 
have delivered so many 
British industries to the wall. 
These two tendencies are, of 
course, far from being unrel- 
ated; it has so often been the 
inroads made into the British 
market by foreign manufac- 
turers that has gravely 


Page 6 


weakened domestic producers and made 
them fair game for takeover. 

In our opposition to this tendency we have 
concentrated mainly on economic argu- 
ments, which are powerful enough them- 
selves as condemnation of what has been 


A MATTER 
OF PRIDE 


JOHN TYNDALL says that 
much more chan mere 
economics is at stake in 
Britain’s decline as a 
manufacturing nadion 


happening. We have always repudiated the 
fashionable theory — fashionable, partic- 
ularly, in the ranks of Conservatism — that a 
moder nation of larger than medium size 
can earn its living on the basis of mere 
‘service industries’, without a substantial 
manufacturing capacity. Such industries 
simply cannot provide adequate work for the 
whole population of working age, no matter 
how efficient or profitable they may be. In 
addition, we have argued that the greater the 
proportion of industry that is under foreign 
ownership the more the vital decisions aff- 
ecting our economic welfare and the live- 
lihoods of our people are going to be made in 
boardrooms overseas far from our own 
control. 

This latter tendency would be bad enough 
under any conditions, but it becomes a 


The old Queen Mary is seen here on her trials off Scotland in 1936. 

The great ship was not just an economic asset; she was a symbol of 

British manufacturing prowess and a huge source of national pride. 
Her modern successor will be built in France. 
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hundred times worse in a world economy 
where capital can be transferred at will to 
countries where the availability of large 
pools of cheap labour give producers an 
advantage in prices with which it is quite 
impossible for others, like those in Britain, to 
compete. We have seen a 
pattern all too commonly in 
operation. First, an industry of 
long standing in Britain loses 
business in world markets to 
foreign competitors selling at 
much lower prices. Next, those 
same foreign competitors, 
strengthened by their success 
abroad, invade the British 
home market — upon which 
the British industry has in the 
meantime become much more 
dependent for its survival. The 
industry is yet further weak- 
ened by this new development. 
Its share prices fall, and share- 
holders begin to look else- 
where for more profitable 
returns on their capital. In, 
then, moves one of the foreign 
competitors and takes the 
industry over. In the beginning, there are 
soothing words about jobs being safe- 
guarded. The workforce is persuaded that it 
matters not whether their factory (or ship- 
yard) is owned by foreigners; as long as they 
are not thrown out of work, why should they 
care? In the first phase of the operation, not 
only might they keep their jobs but they may 
even be granted pay rises and better con- 
ditions of work. The odd employee who 
might grumble that he does not like working 
under foreign bosses is told that he is living 
in the past: he must adjust himself to the fact 
that the economy from which he draws his 
livelihood is now ‘global’. He is reminded, 
anyway, that many industries located abroad 
are owned by British capital, so that the 
process works both ways. By this soothing 
lullaby it is contrived that a little of his 
patriotism may be salvaged! 


Little commitment 
to Britain 

But of course the next 
phase of the operation is not 
far round the comer. The new 
owners, who have even less 
commitment to Britain than 
the previous ones (who prob- 
ably consisted mostly of entre- 
preneurs and shareholders who, 
if nominally British, were 
wholly globalist both in inter- 
ests and outlook), have their 
eyes on alternative sources of 
production, where by paying a 
fraction of the previous wages, 
they can maximise profits — 
which indeed on a cut-throat 
international ‘free market’ they 


they are obliged to do anyway to survive. In 
due course, parts, if not the whole, of the 
production process are shifted abroad — 
perhaps to Korea, perhaps to Taiwan, 
perhaps to Brazil or Mexico. Then a few 
more parts. Then a few more. The end of the 
British industry is in sight. Its operatives may 
be permitted to retain just a few of their 
original functions, being told that they are 
very lucky even to have these. Effectively, 
however, this great British company has 
ceased to exist. 

I have here described the process in very 
simplified form. In not every case is it 
carried out exactly as stated. And, this apart, 
there are other factors which come into play. 
It is absolutely true, as is often claimed, that 
many of these industries in Britain have suff- 
ered decline and takeover because of their 
own inherent shortcomings. For a long time, 
the lack of a vigorous industrial culture in 
this country has exacerbated tendencies pro- 
duced by free trade and globalism. For 
instance, manufacturing industries in the 
United States and Germany, being high- 
wage industries and competing under similar 
conditions to ourselves, have survived much 
better. The explanations for this are com- 
plex, and do not permit detailed examin- 
ation here. It should suffice to say that a 
rejection of globalism and an embrace of its 
alternative — economic nationalism — is by no 
means proposed as a cure-all for our 
troubles; much more extensive reforms and 
improvements are needed. 

All this must begin, however, from a real- 
isation that Britain needs a powerful manu- 
facturing base for its economic survival, and 
then a national will to translate this realis- 
ation into action. Without these things there 
is going to be no clear policy, only continued 
drift. 

And here is where another factor comes 
into the reckoning, a factor about which 
there has been very little thought, let alone 
debate. 


Part of national identity 
Manufacturing capability — the art of 
making things, large or small — has tradit- 
ionally formed a vital part of Britain’s nat- 
ional identity, as essential an ingredient of its 
culture as Dickens, Shakespeare or Chaucer. 
Without this capability — demonstrated by 
the products of a vigorous home-owned 
motor industry and great ocean-going ships, 
among many other things — we are badly 
diminished as a nation. Just how low we 
have sunk was underlined when they ann- 
ounced the decision that the next great cruise 
liner, to be named Queen Mary IT, would be 
built in a French shipyard. When I read this 
news my mind took a journey back in time to 
those days during the past two centuries 
when passengers of all nationalities sailed on 
the great liners constructed on the Clyde and 
Tyneside and in Belfast and Liverpool, 


observing in wonderment and admiration the 
products of British engineering skill, while 
those who were British themselves could not 
but not feel immense pride, albeit perhaps not 
loudly exhibited, in the same things. 

A few weeks ago I was driving north up 
the Al semi-motorway on my way to speak 
at a meeting. I was near Catterick and, not 
surprisingly, there was a strong presence of 
military vehicles about. Then I noticed a 
convoy of heavy lorries going by. Looking at 
them closer, I noticed the Renault logo up 
front. So that’s what we had come to! We 
were purchasing vital items of our defence 
equipment from the French! Could one really 
imagine army chiefs in France app- roving 
the procuration of lorries made in Britain? 
Pride alone — quite apart from the practical 
considerations of dependence on foreign 
sources as a strategic weakness — would have 
tuled this out. But then the French today are a 
far prouder people than we are, as is 
demonstrated in numerous ways. 


Preference for home products 


The incident reminded me of when I was 


driving through France on holiday some 
years ago. In an experimental count I found 
that approximately 80 per cent of the cars 
bore the logos of the ‘Big Three’ among 
French motor manufacturers, Renault, Peugeot 
and Citroen. Of course, this figure could be 
slightly misleading. Some of those cars 
could have been manufactured by subsid- 
iaries of those companies outside France, 
just as some with foreign brands could have 
been produced inside the country. But it was 
fairly safe from trhis little survey to assume 
that the vast majority of French motorists 
preferred to buy French models. It was a 
matter of shame to me on the same trip that 
most cars spotted on the road with British 
number plates bore non-British brands, 
whether or not they may have been made in 
Britain. Some with Japanese brands, for 
instance, might have been manufactured in 
Sunderland, Derbyshire or South Wales, but 
this only underlined our humiliating subjec- 
tion to foreign ownership. 

It might be argued in reply to this that 


more French than British motorists buy — 


home-made models because those models 
better satisfy their desire for reliability and a 
competitive price. This may well be so, but 
that is not really the point. The sense of hum- 
iliation and diminished national pride is 
nonetheless present and simply cries out for 
remedial action. Such action may well call 
for much more than the mere preference for 
‘buying British’. It most certainly does call 
for a drive to revive the quality and compet- 
itiveness of British motor manufacturing, as 
well as those of other industries. But at the 
moment there does not seem to be the 
slightest sign of any concrete national policy 
to achieve this aim, only a vague faith in the 
power of ‘market forces’ somehow event- 


ually to redress the trade balance. Even here, 
however, only book-keeping considerations 
seem to operate. If we can export to the 
world enough TV programmes, fashion and 
design products and financial services to pay 
for the motor vehicles, ships, industrial 
machinery and computer hardware and 
software that we import, all will be well! 

No-one should underestimate the factor of 
reduced national pride that derives from 
Britain’s decline as a manufacturing nation. 
Unlike financial services and fashion pro- 
ducts, goods made by heavy industries — 
motor vehicles, ships, machinery of all kinds 
— are extremely visible symbols of a nation’s 
industrial competence, or lack of it. Britain 
gave the world probably more great tech- 
nical inventions than any other nation. It was 
the leader of the first industrial revolution. 
Its national identity is inextricably tied up 
with this record and tradition. Fashion and 
design products — predominently a preoccu- 
pation of the feminine world — are all very 
well in their place. Of course, they earn 
money. But they do not demonstrate a 
nation’s strength and power and self-reliance 
in the things that really matter. By the vast 
volume of these latter things for which we 
now depend on imports, we exhibit to the 
world — and to our own people — a degrading 
impotence. This fact, I have no doubt, imp- 
resses itself upon the subconciousness, if not 
the consciousness, of millions of people in 
this country and badly undermines our nat- 
ional self-esteem. ; 

The. economic reasons for Britain dedic- 
ating herself to a revival of manufacturing 
industry are strong enough. But reasons of 
patriotism and pride are at least equally 
important. A nation which has experienced 
and demonstrated industrial greatness, but is 
currently reduced to dependence on foreign 
products for as large a portion as we are of 
the goods it consumes, appears rather useless 
to both the world and itself. The whole 
tendency is symptomatic of third-rateness 
among the nations. There are many argu- 
ments in support of reversing it, but none are 
greater than the recovery of our own national 
self-respect. 


THOUGHT FOR 
THE MONTH 


My difference with the revis- 
ionists is essentially this: that 
whereas they are forever 


embroiled in specious argu- 
ment as to whether not some- 
thing actually took place, | am 
not, for my own part, monu- 
mentally concerned even if it 
did. 


COLIN VERNON 
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How they almost killed 


British aviation A tale of muddle, 


“.. we should have become mistress of the 
skies... what a fearful opportunity this 
country has lost, all because a politician 
wouldn’t believe a technician.” 
British genius Sir Barnes Wallis, speaking 
ina TV documentary in the 1970s. 


IN THE FIELD of aviation in this beleag- 
uered country of ours we come across a 
phenomenon with which many of us will 
be familiar: great ideas and great poten- 
tial which so often come to nothing. 

How many schoolchildren today know 
that, since the earliest days of flight, Britain 
has shown herself capable of producing 
aircraft as good as, and in many cases better 
than, those of any other nation? This cap- 
ability places formidable economic and 
military weapons in our hands. Yet, as in so 
many fields of British endeavour, the ex- 
ploitation of great opportunities has been 
missed. Through bungling, incompetence, 
ineptitude and downright betrayal, both 
Labour and Conservative governments have 
robbed us of chances to lead the world. 

Britain has always played a major role in 
the development of aviation. During the 
First World War she produced some of the 
most effective aircraft used in that conflict. 
There was the Sopwith Camel, the Sopwith 
Triplane, the SE-SA and the Bristol Fighter. 
At the end of that war we possessed the 
largest air force in the world, with over 
22,000 planes in service. 

After the war British designers produced 
a series of sleek and fast seaplane racers, 
which won the coveted Schneider Trophy 
three times, and thus enabled us to claim the 
trophy permanently. The inter-war years 
also saw the rise of the great Empire Flying 
Boats, the first experiments with air-to-air 
fuelling, sleek airliners like the De 
Havilland Albatross, the development of 
radar, and stories of adventure and courage 
written by the great lady fliers of the 1930s, 
Amy Johnson and Jean Batten (the latter’s 
original British-built Percival D3 Gull-Six, 
in which she made many of her historic 
flights, still survives at Old Warden, Bed- 
fordshire, with the Shuttleworth Collection). 


Most effective warplanes 


During the Second World War British- 
designed and -built aircraft again played a 
major role. Indeed, in this period Britain 
produced some of the most effective war- 
planes ever flown. They included the Spit- 
fire, Hurricane, Typhoon, Tempest, Beau- 
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fighter, Lancaster and Sunderland. The 
British pioneered the concept of integrated 
all-round air defence which prevailed 
during the Battle of Britain - although this 
was less successful against night attacks. 
Towards the end of the war the British 
produced one of the few jet aircraft to see 
service during the conflict: the Gloster 
Meteor. 

Against this background there began 
the ‘post-war period’, a phrase which for 
many Britons has become synonymous 
with failure, decline, national humiliation, 
loss of confidence, anxiety and heartache. 
Presiding over this dark chapter right up 


surrender and 
betrayal, as told by 


PAUL FLAVELLE 


In Britain the Miles Aircraft Company was 
given the task of producing Britain’s (and the 
world’s) first supersonic aircraft. The heads 
of the company were confident that they 
could do it. They based the design of their 
aircraft on that of a bullet: sleek, clean and 
aerodynamic. The project was proceeding 
apace; all that was needed was continuing 
support from the then Labour Government to 
ensure technical back-up. It is generally 


British aviation produced the world’s first commercial jet airliner, the De Havilland 
Comet, seen above. 


to the present day have been a miserable 
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accepted throughout the industry that, had 


succession of Labour and Tory govern- 
ments. And nowhere does their failure - 
not to say treachery - become more appar- 
ent than in a study of post-war British 
aviation. In the words of the immortal 
Bard, “If you have tears, prepare to shed 
them now.” (Julius Caesar). 

To begin at the beginning, as World 
War II drew to a close it was clear that 
aviation technology had leap-frogged 
ahead since 1939. Aircraft could fly 
further, higher and faster than ever 
before. Man was close to travelling in 
excess of the speed of sound. At that time 
there were just two countries that might 
achieve it: Britain and the United States. 


this been forthcoming, the British would 
have been the first to break the sound barrier 
(probably by early 1947), and well ahead of 
the Americans. Yet early in 1946 the Miles 
Company received a curt letter from the 
Ministry of Aircraft Production cancelling 
the project and giving the Americans a clear 
field. No logical reason was given for this 
decision. 


The 1950s 


Forward to the 1950s, in which time, 
despite Labour and Tory governments, much 
glory was achieved by British aircraft 
designers, test pilots and workers. The De 
Havilland Comet, the world’s first commer- 


cial jet airliner, and the Valiant, Vulcan and 
Victor V-bombers, represented staggering 
technical achievements, especially when we 
consider the speed with which the projects 
were carried to fruition. Then there was the 
Canberra jet bomber, which became a 
major export success and was even built 
under licence by the Americans; the Hunter 
and Lightning jet fighters; and 


the largest in Europe, and it would have 
brought down the unit cost per aircraft by 
huge economies of scale. Conquering world 
markets with the aircraft would then have 
become a real possibility. 

Yet all of this, and more, was thrown 
away by Duncan Sandys and the Tory Gov- 
ernment, which at the time was under the 


own conclusions! 

By the mid-1960s British aviation had 
indeed been struck several hammer blows 
by Labour and Conservative governments. 
Yet despite everything there was still hope; 
there remained a few very promising pro- 
jects — but not for long. 


turbo-prop airliners like the 
Vickers Viscount. In add- 
ition, there was the highly 
promising development of our 
Own own strategic rocket, 
Blue Streak. Yet even more 
could have been achieved had 
a party like the BNP been in 
power at the time, working 
with our designers and manu- 
facturers instead of against 
them. 

One of the greatest single 
disasters in the history of 
Britain’s post-war industry 
and technology was brought 
about by a Conservative 
defence minister, Duncan 
Sandys, in 1957. This has 
generally been referred to since as the 1957 
White Paper. The thinking behind this 
White paper was that all manned aircraft 
would have been replaced by guided 
missiles by no later than the 1970s, and thus 
that all the promising projects in develop- 
ment could be cancelled - as most were. 

It is interesting that governments of no 
other country on earth reached the same 
conclusions as did this Tory Government. 
Just when the Tories were effectively des- 
troying our domestic aircraft industry, the 
United States, Russia and France were 
doing everything possible to build up theirs. 
The damage inflicted by this lunacy can 
perhaps never be fully quantified, but we 
can get an idea of it by looking at just one 
of the cancelled aircraft programmes. _ 


Another winning project scrapped 
The Saunders Roe SR177 was designed 
as an interceptor to counter fast, high- 
flying Soviet bombers. It was known as a 
“‘mixed-power’ aircraft in that it was fitted 
with both rocket and turbo engines. It could 
climb rapidly to 60,000ft (it could even 
have reached heights of 85,000ft) and it 
could fly at well over the speed of sound. 
The first in-service versions would have 
been armed with two British-built air-to-air 
missiles. Negotiations had been entered into 
with the then West German Government 
with a view to producing the aircraft on a 
joint basis, the aircraft eventually equipping 
the Royal Air Force, the Fleet Air Arm, the 
German Navy and the Luftwaffe. This joint 
production programme would have been 


- ae 
The TSR-2. In this military aircraft Britain had a world-beater. Yet 
it was scrapped on the orders of the Labour Government in 1965. 


/. 


premiership of Harold Macmillan. One 
cannot help but ask the question: “How 

do such people come to be in such positions 
of power?” 

One of the very few aircraft to survive 
the charnel house of the 1957 White Paper 
was the English Electric Lightning. This 
British all-weather jet entered service in 
1960, but due to lack of funding to ensure 
ongoing development the aircraft was never 
allowed to achieve its full potential. It could 
easily have become a great export success, 
and its parent company was working hard 
towards that end, despite officialdom. This 
was an important time for the industry in 
Britain, as most of the NATO air forces 
were about to re-equip their fighter forces - 
one of the biggest being the West German. 
Whoever won the order to supply the West 
Germans would very likely win the order to 
supply most of NATO. What a prize this 
would have been for British aviation! 

Yet at this crucial time English Electric 
was staggered to discover that a British 
Government official in Bonn was actively 
persuading the West Germans not to buy 
the British Lightning! One can only assume 
that this official was doing what he was 
doing under government orders, but as to 
who gave those orders and what their 
motives were we can but guess. How much 
money and work our country lost due to this 
act of treachery will never be known, but 
the episode must surely rank alongside the 
damage inflicted by outright and acknow- 
ledged traitors like Philby and McLean. 

What we can say, however, is that the 
Americans subsequently ‘cleaned up’ with 
their F104 Starfighter. You can draw your 


The TSR-2 fiasco 


One of the most ambitious 
of the projects British design- 
ers undertook was the truly 
remarkable TSR-2. This 

. aircraft was designed to 
replace the highly successful 
all-British Canberra jet 
bomber. The TSR-2 (Tactical/ 
Strike/Reconnaisance) would 
have been able to penetrate 
enemy air space at low level 
and at very high speeds, 
guided by what at that time 
were the most advanced 
avionics in the world. These 
included Doppler radar, 
moving map display, terrain- 
following radar, ground-map- 

ping, head-up displays, automatic flight 
control and even a sideways-looking radar. 

Many of these innovations developed by 

British brains, although well known today, 

were then at the very cutting edge of aero- 
space technology. 

The TSR-2 was capable of delivering a 
large payload of conventional or nuclear 
weapons with great accuracy and had a 
greater chance of survival than any com- 
parable aircraft envisaged at that time. 
Proposals also existed to take advantage of 
the aircraft’s large internal fuel and weapon 
capacity and develop it into a long-range 
fighter capable of combat air patrols as far 
north as the Arctic Circle. Once again, the 
British had a world-beater in their hands. 

The prototype TSR-2 was in the air by 
early 1965, and the test flight programme 
was proceeding well. Then with the second 
prototype on the brink of flight the entire 
project was cancelled by the Labour Gov- 
ernment on Budget Day 1965 - alongside 
several other aircraft projects and the new 
generation of aircraft carriers. 

The TSR-2 project was singled out with 
particular venom. Orders from the Govern- 
ment were such that even the jigs, photo- 
graphs and drawings were to be destroyed. 
It was as if Labour recognised the project 
for the brilliant technological achievement 
that it was and, spurred on by whatever 
anti-British motives, was determined not 
only to destroy it but, as far as it could, 
eliminate the facilities by which it might be 
reactivated by order of a future govern- 
ment. 

It should also be noted that up to that 
Contd. overleaf 
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HOW THEY ALMOST KILLED 


BRITISH AVIATION 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


time £195 million had been spent on the 
TSR-2. This amounts to approximately 
£2.3 billion at today’s prices. 

Today the RAF is equipped largely from 
non-British sources. The Tornado bomber 
is an Italian/German/British project. The 
so- called ‘Eurofighter’ is a Spanish/Italian/ 
German/British design (the French wisely 
withdrew from this project and went on to 
build their own indigenous modern aircraft, 
the excellent Rafele fighter). The Hercules, 
Tristar, Boeing AWACS and Apache heli- 
copter were all built in the United States. 
The Harrier, the world’s first vertical-take- 
off (VTO) fighter-bomber, designed and 
first built in Britain, has now largely been 
taken over by the American McDonnell 
Douglas Corporation. Even the RAF’s 
basic trainer is a Brazilian-designed air- 
craft. Only the Hawk advanced trainer and 
the Nimrod maritime patrol aircraft can be 
claimed as truly British (the Hawk, Incid- 


entally, has been a huge export success). 


Labour and the Tories will of course 
answer their critics in the usual way by ~ 
saying tha we cannot afford to develop 
advanced aircraft on our own, and must 
submit to ‘international consortia’. But they 
lie — as they have always lied. We can 
afford it. Billions of pounds of British 
money flows out of the country each year to 
fund a myriad of projects in foreign lands. 
Billions more are wasted on overseas ‘aid’ 
or on white elephants like the Millennium 
Dome. Even a small country like Sweden 
can afford to design and produce a series of 
first-rate combat aircraft like the Draken, 
Viggen and Gripen. France, as mentioned 
previously, continues to design and build its 
own aircraft and maintain a thriving aero- 
space industry, as well as being the leading 
light behind the so-called ‘European Space 
Consortium’. Clearly, it is not a question of 
money but of attitude. It’s a question of 
belief in one’s own country, its health and 
vitality, and of the desire to push it back 
once again to the status of world power and 


world leader. It’s also a question of con- 
fidence. 

It must by now be clear to all but the 
most myopic of political observers that 
there can be no renaisssance of anything in 
Britain under Labour or Tory governments. 
Even as you read this, the present Govern- 
ment is busy selling us out to Europe, 
flooding our land with ‘asylum-seekers’, 
butchering what remains of our industries 
and trying to demonise the very word 
‘British’. If ever there was such a thing as 
the ‘enemy within’, we have it now! 

The sad tale of the demise - some would 
indeed say the murder - of British aviation 
can of course be seen mirrored in many 
other areas of our national life. An eventual 
BNP victory in this country is an absolute 
imperative if we are to have any future. If - 
perhaps I should rather say when - this 
happens we must set free once again the 
genius of British invention, in aviation as in 
so many other things, and back it to the hilt 
with all the power at our command. 


GETTING AWAY WITH 
MURDER IN ISRAEL 


THE VISIT of Ariel Sharon do well with just a little of 
to the Temple Mount in the cash spent on tanks and 
Jerusalem at the end of iN BUCKLEY a sks why the Apache helicopters for an 
September was the catalyst y ungrateful putative ’ally’. 
which touched off large- New World Order's pet What. sort of ally is it that 
scale Palestinian protests. i sells on top-secret Amer- 
But the official press inthis MUU TOR MEM CTU) LMR ULC ican military hardware toa 
country never mentioned the third party, namely China? 
underlying subtext to the sWeee If any other county on the 
protests. Sharon, besides rules of civilised conduct globe had done a tenth of 
being hated for his brutal what Israel has done, it 


invasion of Lebanon, is also 
closely associated with the 


that are applied to others 


would be a pariah. an 
outlaw bandit nation. It 


fanatics who want to demolish the al-Aqsa mosque which stands 
in the way of the mad project of recreating the Temple of 
Solomon destroyed by the Romans over 1,900 years ago. 

Israeli troops and police mowed down the Palestinians as if 
the unfortunate Arabs were the moving targets in a gory, ultra- 
violent computer game. The media came out with the usual, 
‘balanced’ weasel words about infants being killed in ‘cross- 
fire.” How much cross-fire can there be when one side, in the 
main, has rocks and the other side uses dirty great assault rifles 
provided courtesy of the unconsulted US taxpayers? Most of the 
former American middle- class is gradually being turned into 
slave-.like drones, but the. bloated cuckoo of the Middle East 
still gets the billion-dollar grants and soft loans. In spite of the 
alleged prosperity of their country, a huge number of Americans 
juggle a couple of menial service jobs, as so much of the manu- 
facturing base has been exported to Asia and Mexico. One state 
— Wisconsin — has declared war on the poor, who could probably 
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would seem that Israel alone has a special exemption from 
civilised behaviour. Anything is permitted — even disgusting 
pogroms against Arab shops and houses. 


CORRUPT THEOCRACY 


Oh, I know that the propagandists say that Israel is the only 
democracy in the Middle East, but closer and more honest 
examination of the facts shows that the country is a deeply 
unpleasant and corrupt theocracy — a place where, civil 
marriage, for instance, is outlawed. This tiny nation is one of the 
major centres of money laundering, as was officially admitted at 
an international conference on crime. A recent Amnesty Inter- 
national report has also pointed out that Israel is a focal point for 
trafficking in female sex slaves, mainly young girls from 
poverty-stricken areas of Russia and elsewhere in Eastern 
Europe. What a noble democracy that the West has to support 
and protect with blood and treasure, as in the Gulf War! Those 


who are naive about the realities of world politics may be 


surprised, for example, that, the Government of far-away 
Australia has declared that the security of Israel is a major 
comer stone of its foreign policy! 

It was recently suggested, as a result presumably of a mental 
masturbation session among politically correct lawyers, that British 
law should be changed so that ‘racist’ language [undefined] in 
private houses could be subject to prosecution ( Readers may like 
to know that the popular response to the top PC lawyers in Govern- 
ment echoes my terminology! As soon as Blair, Brown, et al, 
appear on the TV screen in my local pub, a massed cry is heard of : 
“Turn those bloody wankers off.” The middle-aged Lancashire 
housewife who habitually and innocently referred to the Asians in 
her home town as “foreigners” might have been tured into a 
criminal, but the real racial hatred that expresses itself in the 
blasting away of a nine-year old Palestinian boy with rockets fired 
from a helicopter gunship is ignored and disregarded. It’s a lunatic 
world where one country — Israel — has a special exemption from 
the “multi-culturalism’ and ‘diversity’ promoted everywhere else . 
Not only that, but large sections of Israeli opinion seem to regard 
the tank, machine-gun and missile as the proper and legitimate 
answers to multi-culturalism in the country’s own back yard This is 
the natural end result of a vicious supremacist doctrine that holds 
that Arabs are not really human. When faced with a massacre by 
Israelis, the western response is strangely muted and tepid: news 
bulletins refer to the large number of ‘people’ [note the lack of 
ethnic identification] who have ‘died’ in the last two weeks, as if 
they’ve all peacefully succumbed to a rare disease termed ‘bullet- 
itis’. Arabs may be mown down by tank fire but there is little 
response from the ‘humanitarians’ of the PC Left. One is left 
amazed by the effrontery, nay the chutzpah, of Israelis who can 
protest about imaginary ‘human rights’ violations in Austria, whilst 
inflicting murder and mayhem on Palestinians. 


NO CALL FOR SANCTIONS 


Where Israel is concerned, there is no call from Robin Cook for 
immediate sanctions or round-the-clock bombing of the aggressor. 
Indeed, Cook was far more agitated when a court in Iran sentenced 
some Iranian Jews to terms of imprisonment for spying than he is 


Par for the course in the 
current Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict: this vehicle has 
just been wrecked by a 
rocket fired from an Israeli 
helicopter. The driver, a 
Yasser Arafat supporter, 
was killed and his friend in 
the vehicle injured. The 
pretext was that the driver 
was intent on carrying out 
a terrorist act. However, in 
the salvo of four missiles 
fired at his vehicle two 
Palestinian women who just 
happened to be nearby 
were also killed. 


when the Israeli Army acts as judge, jury and executioner for 
dozens of stone-throwing Palestinians. 

During their presidential debate in the United States, Bush and 
Gore both declared themselves (surprise, surprise!) to be very keen 
supporters of Israel, and called on Yasser Arafat to control violent 
Palestinian youths, who were apparently causing no end of trouble 
by throwing themselves on machine-gun nests and tanks! This 
grotesque ‘debate’ on the Middle East ended with Bush and Gore 
concluding that there were no differences between them in their 
undying support for Israel. 

Our ‘leaders’ are no different, running around like little 
nuisances, supposedly helping to secure the stability of the pam- 
pered pet of the New World Order in the eastern Mediterranean 
while they neglect problems at home. In mid-October, while the 
unequal battle raged in Palestine, 216 people, mainly women, lost 
their jobs with the Brentwood clothing company in Astmoor, 
Runcorn, a grimmish industrial estate surrounded by an area 
suffering from the usual multiple deprivations of crime, poverty and 
drugs. To judge by their downcast faces, most of them didn’t expect 
to find another job again. Foreign competition was blamed for the 
closure — just one out of dozens over recent months. 

The official propaganda mouthpieces may say otherwise, notably 
the new edition of Britain: An Official Handbook (stated price 
£37.50 but seen by me for £1.50, a photo of the doomed Dome on 
the front ... how fitting!), but all normal folk know the situation. 
Any job is a good job, and all jobs are-potentially at risk. Places like 
Runcorn are hardly likely to see any sign of New Labour overlords 
except if they pass through at top speed in an armour-plated 
limousines on their way to somewhere else. We should put our own 
people first .... and show no deference towards ‘special’ nations 
which behave as abominably as Israel. What say you to that, Mr. 
Blair? This is a man with all the charm — and capacity for indepen- 
dent action — of a Thunderbirds puppet. Why doesn’t Blair 
concentrate on looking after his own people? 

Why should we have this peculiar foreign policy, which is 
formed by all sorts of unstated assumptions and defers to various 
sacred cows’? We are no ‘extremists’ or ‘loonies’; we just provide 
a voice for ordinary people who have been ground down and forced 
into the dirt for too long. We mean to have a say at last! 


Ivan IV: a new look 
at the Czar they 


call “The Terrible’ 


M. RAPHAEL JOHNSON examines the 
life of one of the big hate figures of 
the liberal historical establishment 


This article first appeared in The Barnes 
Review, 130 Third Street SE, Washington, 
DC 20003, U.S.A., to which we give ack- 
nowledgements. 


THERE ARE two countries where officially 
propagated mythology has held sway over 
Anglo-American historical writing for cent- 
uries, and these are Germany and Russia. 
Now, as the revisionist movement has att- 
empted to set the record straight as con- 
cerns the former, this writer turns his guns 
on the latter. 

For generations, the Anglo-American est- 
ablishment referred to Russia as that “back- 
ward Oriental despotate,” worthy only of 
contempt. Presently, despite much improved 
methods of historical analysis, nothing has 
changed concerning this officially sponsored 
myopia and ideological arrogance. History 
from the jaded and corrupt Anglo-American 
historical establishment is far too often the 
domain of liberal prejudice and justifications 
of the social, cultural and political power of 
the leftist and cosmopolitan élite. 

Few other nations have received the dis- 
honest and contemptful treatment as has 
Imperial and Orthodox Russia. The major 
contributions in the contemporary field from 
Russian scholars James Billington, Michael 
Florinsky, Joel Carmichael, Basil Dmytry- 
shyn and Richard Pipes do little to combat 
the stereotypical and bigoted depictions of 
pre-Marxist Russia. In fact, most of them 
happily regurgitate identical myths and 
venom against her. 

The causes of this myopia are rather 
simple. The Russian Nation, for various 
reasons, has simply refused to replicate the 
famous Anglo-American model of ‘develop- 
ment’ that has been taken as normative for 
‘civilised society’. Such a model is simply 
that ‘traditional’ forms of government and 
religion must develop into ‘modern’ modes 
of government and religion. Thus feudalism, 
monarchy and natural law ethics gradually 
come to reflect an ‘enlightened’ conscious- 
ness by evolving into utilitarianism, bureau- 
cratism and capitalism. Outside of this dev- 
elopment, Anglo-Americans have claimed 
for years, there is no civilisation: goodness, 
progress, happiness, enlightenment and 
justice have been consistently identified 
with this theory of development (which is 
liberalism’s philosophy of history), and such 
claims have been made by nearly all West- 
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ern theorists of the political system, exclud- 
ing Burke and De Maistre. 

Outside of this model of development, 
which has completely become part of the 
subconscious apparatus of the Anglo-Amer- 
ican historical, social, scientific and political 
establishment, ‘backwardness’ and ‘boor- 
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Ivan IV, dubbed ‘The Terrible’ in popular 


major prop in tneir ideological negemony — 
modern, tenured academics. 

When viewing Imperial Russia, then, the 
Anglo-American establishment is nothing 
other than appalled. It cannot fathom the 
institutionalisation of the agrarian life rather 
than the life of the cities, factories and 
mental health clinics. It cannot fathom, and 
is rather threatened by, an entire national 
ethic that maintains its roots to Orthodoxy, 
monarchy and agrarian simplicity, and thus 
refuses to accept the dominant Western 
ethical systems of emotivism, relativism 
and utilitarianism. The Anglo-American est- 
ablishment is appalled by anyone so ‘boor- 
ish’ as to reject the idea of liberal dem- 
ocracy and serve instead a representative 
monarchy. 


PREJUDICED 


Some of the most contemptible commen- 
tary on Russian history derives from James 
Billington, the former librarian of Congress, 
whose contempt for Russian institutions is 
made manifest by such unreasonable and 
prejudiced passages as this, reflecting faith- 


historical mythology. He was, says the 


author, a comparatively mild ruler by the standards of his times. This is a portrait 
produced in the iconographic form common in Russia from the turn of the first 
millenium. 
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ishness’ results. Upon and from this series 
of assumptions is most contemporary 
history written. This ideological backdrop 
must be kept in mind when reading estab- 
lishment histories of Eastern Europe and, 
specifically, Imperial Russia. In fact, this 
backdrop is nearly omnipresent in all areas 
of enquiry currently coming out of the court 
flatterers of the liberal élite, including a 


fully on the cosmopolitan liberal ideology 
which is, @ priori, built into the present 
method of writing history:- 


“There was so much activity in and around 
churches that one might have had the 
impression of an unprecedented blossom- 
ing of religious ardour. In truth, however, it 
represented more the sagging overgrowth 
of Indian summer than the freshness of 
springtime. The ornate brick churches with 
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Dutch and Persian features, which sprang 
up at the rate of one every two years in 
Yaroslavl, appear today as a kind of unreal 
interlude between the Byzantine and 
Baroque styles: heavy fruit languishing in 
the hazy warmth of October, unaware that 
the stem linking them with the earth had 
withered and that the killing frost was 
about to descend. Innumerable icons of 
local prophets (sic) and saints clustered on 
the lower tier of the iconostases, rather like 
Overripe grapes begging to be picked; and 
the rapid simultaneous singing of paid 
memorial services... resembled the agitated 
murmur of autumn flies just before their 
death.” (The /con and the Axe, p.126). 


Such a severe prejudice against a Russia 
that Billington despises — Orthodox Imperial 
Russia — serves as an excellent example of 
how not to write history, if this can even be 
considered history. The clumsy attempt at 
poetry simply masks an unreasonable pre- 
judice against the institutions of Russia 
unanimously shared amongst the bulk of 
Anglo-American commentators. Further- 
more, the passage, much like the bulk of 
Billington’s famous book, deals with 
Russian imperial history as a_horrifically 
alien organisation of human beings, under- 
stood only through the comfortable prism of 
a smug, contemporary bourgeois Anglo 
liberalism. It is a classic example of the 
modern. academic condemning ‘uniform- 
ity’ and ‘authoritarianism’ while slavishly 
following every accepted ideological and 
pedagogical bias and convention of the day; 
the jaded urban intellectual viewing country 
living as the life fit only for bumpkins and 
ignoramuses. 


POLITICAL REASONS FOR BIAS 


Now of course there is far more at work 
here than mere abstract and ideological 
historical theorising. There are political and 
Class-related reasons as to why the Anglo- 
American establishment has developed the 
bitter and hate-filled view for all that does 
not follow its idiosyncratic mode of devel- 
opment, leading, of course, to the enlight- 
ened oasis of liberal democracy and moral 
emotivism. A nation governed by a powerful 
monarch and church is not ripe for colonial 
domination or capitalist exploitation, either 
directly or indirectly. Many in the Jewish- 
dominated finance establishments hated 
the Imperial Russian Czar for refusing to set 
up a central bank (the only powerful state in 
Europe so to refuse; it took the Marxists to 
set up a banking system). Thus, an agrarian, 
traditionalist, monarchical, Christian Russia 
faces a decadent, urbanised, alienated, relat- 
ivistic and meddlesome West. It is from this 
dichotomy, and the ideological gulf it 
creates, that the overwhelming preponder- 
ance of Western ‘history’ derives as to pre- 
revolutionary Russia. 

Nowhere is this more evident than in the 
institution of monarchy. For the relativistic 
West, any institution that supports moral 
and social absolutes as found in the nation’s 
tradition is automatically suspect, and likely 
to be oppressive, violent and certainly anti- 
semitic (certainly the worst epithet, as well 
as the last, of liberal history). Specifically, 
the lengthy reign of Ivan IV (1533-84) — 
erroneously called “the Terrible” the 


longest in Russian history — is treated with 
the absolutely minimal grasp of reality, and 
manifesting a deep-seated psychological 
hatred of national custom, tradition and 
religion. If rumours exist, for example, that a 
traditionalist, Orthodox monarch is ‘psycho- 
tic’, ‘murderous’ or just plain ‘evil’, then it 
must be true, because such “backward, 
Oriental despotates” are based on such 
things, as every good liberal knows. Sudd- 
enly, all relativism and utilitarianism disapp- 
ear, and one of the few absolutes the West 
believes in — the dominance of liberal ideo- 
logy — comes to the forefront, informing all 
research, thought and writing on the subject. 
Without exception, the major works on 
Russian history refer to lvan IV as “enjoying 
perverse acts” (Dmytryshyn), “cruel and 
ruthless” (Billington), “mentally ill” (Pipes), 
and a host of epithets by Carmichael 
(though Ivan IV is not the only target of this 
particular author’s venom). 

Largely, Ivan IV is a target because, not 
only was he one of the more traditional 
Orthodox and absolutist monarchs of 
Russian history, but he was also an enemy 
of the West, despising its ‘rationalism’ and 
‘relativism’ throughout his long reign. Due 
to his battles against the Poles and the 
Swedes as well as the Livonian Knights, and 
additionally his successful campaigns to 
expand the Russian kingdom to the east and 
south, Ivan IV immeasurably strengthened 
the Russian Nation. Western politicians and 
intellectuals were quite willing to believe 
more or less anything negative about Imper- 
ial Russia and specifically lvan IV. One of 
the most obvious signs of this prejudice is 
the translation of Ivan IV's title as “The 
Terrible.” Simply put, the Russian word 
grozny is far more often translated in English 
as ‘awesome’ rather than ‘terrible’. 


REVISIONIST ANALYSIS 


This essay, then, seeks to provide a revis- 
ionist analysis if Ivan’s reign, one con- 
sidered by Western historians (particularly 
the avowed Russia-hater Joel Carmichael) 
as merely one long ‘bloodbath’ or ‘orgy’, in 
the common insults of Western historical 
research. lvan’s reign most certainly not any 
of these things, particularly when compared 
with the standards of the time, and com- 
pared with the historical record of the 
AngloAmerican political system in partic- 


ular; whose blood-lust is legendary. The his- | 


torical record shows lvan IV to be rather 
stable, a good statesman and one who 
sought to centralise power for his most 
vulnerable and exposed country, and who 
eliminated much of the aristocracy, which 
sought to divide and weaken the country, in 
the process. Indeed his methods were not 
always pretty, but were certainly nothing 
spectacular when compared with the mass 
murders that defined the history of the 20th 
century and the triumph of liberalism and 
utilitarianism. Ivan VI’s political reign was 
rather moderate given the time period and 
the historical circumstances in which Russia 
found herself. ' 

If one was to go through all the major 
works of Russian history considered stan- 
dard, only in a single work, written in 1884 
by a Frenchman named Alfred Rambaud 


(History of Russia, translated by L.B. Lang, 
3 vols., Boston: Estes & Lauriat), chief of 
the cabinet of the Minister of Public Instruc- 
tion and Fine Arts in Paris and a correspond- 
ing member of the Academy of Sciences in 
St. Petersburg, posits a different under- 
standing of Ivan’s time period. This three- 
volume set contains a radically differing 
view from the mainstream on most things, 
but most striking is the author’s treatment 
of Ivan IV, a treatment almost completely 
ignored by the establishment. 

This essay does not, of course, seek to 
sanction every single policy or individual act 
of Ivan IV’s extremely long reign. It is true 
that the mysterious death of the saintly 
Metropolitan Philip of Moscow, for example, 
was a crime for which Ivan IV bears much of 
the responsibility, and such things this 
essay shall in no way defend. However, the 
commonplace idea of the ‘bloodbath’ that 
allegedly was Ivan IV’s reign is pure fiction, 
and desperately requires revisionist analysis. 

For instance, the enigmatic death of 
Ilvan’s son has always bedevilled historians. 
No-one saw his death, and whether he was - 
killed by his father or it was an accident is 
unknown. The putative Ivan V was healthy 
in mind and body, and there is no known 
reason for his father to have murdered him. 

Rambaud’s understanding of Ivan IV's 
reign begins, properly, with an understand- 
ing of Moscow itself, a provincial town just 
recently crowned as the centrepiece of 
Russian life and the country’s political 
Capital. Previously, Kiev, Vladimir and Nov- 
gorod held this title at one time or another. 
Russia, one of the world’s most vulnerable 
and militarily exposed countries, fresh from 
a two-century occupation by the Mongol 
hordes, was slowly coming to realise that a 
tight, centralised monarchy was the only 
rational means of defending the nation from 
further attacks from both East and West. 
Beginning a century earlier with Basil II (the 
Prince of Moscow was not at that time 
calling himself ‘czar’), Moscow’ was 
warring on and off with the greater land- 
owners (the major Boyars) so as to cent- 
ralise taxing and military power in Moscow, 
rather than revert to the decentralised 
system of noble land holders (the ‘apanage’ 
system) that had failed so miserably to 
defend Russia against the Mongols three 
centuries before. However, as_ Russia 
became more centralised, the forces 
against that centralisation (centring around 
the landowning nobility of significance) 
became more powerful and focused. 


CONSPIRING LANDOWNERS 


Such is the general political backdrop to 
Ivan IV’s reign. By the time of Basil III’s 
death (Ivan was only four years old and was 
Basil’s son), large and powerful groups of 
landowners had continued to conspire 
against Moscow, setting the stage for a 
major confrontation that no doubt would 
simply have given a green light to Russia’s 
enemies to divide her up (the Swedes tried 
something like this during the early stages 
of the Mongol invasions in the 13th cent- 
ury, but they were defeated by the famed 
St. Alexander Nevsky). The major conspir- 

Contd. overleaf 
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IVAN IV: A NEW LOOK 
AT THE CZAR THEY 


CALL “THE TERRIBLE’ 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


ators were from the most powerful noble 
families of Russia: the Shuiskys (the most 
powerful), the Belskys, the Kurbskys, the 
Vorotinskys and a gaggle of others, who, 
normally fighting each other, found a 
common enemy in Moscow and her central- 
ising tendencies. 

Thus the historian finds Russia surr- 
ounded by enemies (the Mongols, Sweden, 
Poland and Turkey), having just recovered 
from a gruelling occupation 
by the Mongol hordes, and 
driven to near ruin by the 
profound internal divisions in 
Russian society. Into this 
Ivan IV was born and came 
to the throne. 

As a boy, the Czar app- 
arent was placed in what 
was essentially solitary con- 
finement. The scions of 
noble families of Russia 
would come to his room and 
mock him, taunting him with 
the power they had and were 
soon to acquire at the ex- 
pense of his family; such 
was their contempt for the 
monarchy and Moscow in 
general (Rambaud, p.247). 

During this time and after, 
Ivan showed an_ extraord- 
inary love of learning, and 
became the best educated 
monarch of Russia up until 
that time. Specifically, Ivan 
developed a rather exalted 
idea of monarchy and its 
function in a fragile society 
such as 16th century 
Moscow (Rambaud, p.249). 
Such a view became necess- 
ary as the state system in 
Western Europe became 
more centralised, secular 
and belligerent, and Russia, 
since at least the time of Ivan 
lil and Basil Ill, found herself 
required to justify her unique 
institutions to the world. As 
it turned out, Ivan IV was 
perfectly placed and edu- 
cated to do this properly for 
the first time. 

At the age of 13, Ivan 
took the throne and immed- 
iately executed one of his 
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OTTOMAN EMPIRE 


realised that the situation within the Mus- 
covite political class was becoming intoler- 
able. 

From this, lvan took on a spiritual adviser, 
the priest Sylvester. lvan wished to con- 
tinue to improve his life and personal morals 
after realising his survival had been in 
danger after the riots subsequent to the 
fires. Unfortunately, with his duplicitous 
and trusted confidant Adashev, many of 
lvan’s intimates were to desert him when 
the winds seemed favourable to aristocratic 
agitation and fragmentation. This is the true 
genesis of Ivan’s ‘paranoia’ that was to stay 
with him for the remainder of his reign. 


ey RUSSIA IN 1533 


cc.) ACQUISITIONS OF IVAN IV. 
IN SOUTH-EAST RUSSIA AND SIBERIA 


Russia’s endless list of enemies made this 
sort of arrangement, and later, serfdom, 
imperative. During the siege of Kazan (a 
Mongol holdout), Ivan IV offered the fort- 
ified city generous terms for surrender (far 
more generous than the Mongols had 
offered the Russians two centuries before), 
which were rejected. After the battle and 
the carnage that followed, Ivan was heard 
to utter in remorse: “They were not Christ- 
ians but they were still men” (Rambaud, 
p.254). 

In searching for ports and trade with 
Germany, Ivan fought the Livonian wars for 
access to the Baltic Sea. Ivan’s victories 
convinced much of the 
West that Russia had arr- 
ived on the European scene, 
and the Livonian Knights 
had made certain none of 
the goods in trade, nor 
German tradesmen, even 
made it to Moscow. How- 
ever, at home the noble 
families, many members of 
which had become intimate 
advisers of Ivan’s (as they 
were the most knowledge- 
able men in Russia at the 
time on political matters, 
specifically the West) were 
found bribing army officers 
to participate in lvan’s over- 
throw. Around this time 
Ivan fell sick, which meant 
little more than that the 
noble families of Moscow 
came to his bedside to 
provoke him, explicitly stat- 
ing that they had no loyalty 
to him or his son, and that 
they would divide up the 
country among them- 
selves (Rambaud, pp.258- 
59). When Ivan unexpec- 
tedly recovered, he set 
about gradually to eliminate 
these aristocratic families 
which he now knew were a 
direct threat to his dynasty 
and the Russian state. 

One must understand the 
transformation that occ- 
urred a century earlier in 
history before’ going any 
further. Previous to the cen- 
tralisation within Moscow, 
the political system 
olved around land being 
granted to sons of powerful 
princes, leading to a highly 
decentralised political sys- 


chief tomentors and subver- 
sives, the scion of the extremely powerful 
Shuisky family, Andrei. For four years, how- 
ever, Ivan ruled Russia in tranquillity and 
peace, until a major event in lvan’s life took 
place: the famous Moscow fires of 1547. 
After much destruction and death, the noble 
and now outright subversive families began 
to blame one another, in the hopes of 
placing a stigma upon their rivals. 

Thinking the fires were from sabotage (a 
question we as yet do not have the answer 
for), the Muscovite citizenry rioted. Ivan 
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GROWTH OF EMPIRE 


Under Ivan the Russian Empire grew, 
fuelled by many factors, the chief of which 
was security from foreign invasion, a daily 
reality of Russian life. Further, the ex- 
pansion east and south was fuelled by the 
need to reward brave and powerful soldiers 
with land grants — in exchange for which 
the recipient was required to perform 
various services to the state, largely of a 
military nature. One must keep in mind that 
the desperate need for manpower against 


tem, one particularly vulner- 
able to attack. This is part of the reason why 
the Mongols were so successful in occ- 
upying almost the entire country. Such a 
system of land holding was the genesis of 
the families lvan had to contend with, and 
they were jealous of their inherited pre- 
rogatives. Russia’s political and military sit- 
uation at the time, however, made it imper- 
ative that this system be overthrown. A 
fractured country simply could not fight the 
centralised and powerful kingships of 
Sweden and Poland. Thus the idea of the 
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resurrection of the apanage system of land 
holding was considered, reasonably, by 
Ivan to be a direct threat to the state. The 
result was the absolute military imperative 
of tying the landowning families to the 
office of the Czar, their country and to 
Moscow. Many within the nobility were 
exiled. Rambaud explains the situation after 
many of the scions were driven out:- 
“They left behind a complete adminis- 
tration, a perfect army of clients. They had 
peopled the court, the governments and the 
voievodies1 with their creatures. Their 
partisans were certain to agitate and plot 
for the return of their chiefs. Who knew 
how far these plots might go? [It was al 
short time after Adashev’s disgrace that 
Anastasia [Ivan’s daughter] died suddenly. 
Ivan alleged she was poisoned. Since the 
publication of M. Zabielin’s careful studies 
on the ‘Private Life of the Czaristas of 
Russia’, this allegation and others like it do 
not appear as inconceivable as_ they 
seemed to [N.M.] Karamsin. The intrigues 
of Adashev’s friends forced Ivan the Fourth 
many times to have recourse to severity, 
but at this point he was comparatively 
merciful.” (p.260) 


At any rate, the daughter of Ivan died 
under mysterious circumstances, nearly 
immediately after the various threats given 
to Ivan while he lay on his sickbed. Here is 
what that “murderous psychotic” wrote 
after the fact in his journal:- 

“When the treachery of that dog Alexis 

Adashev and his accomplices was discov- 

ered, we let our anger be tempered with 

mercy; we did not condemn. the guilty to 
capital punishments, but only banished 
them to our different towns... Then we put 
no-one to death. Those who belonged to 
the party of Syivester and Adashev we 
commanded to separate from them, and no 
longer to recognise them as chiefs. This 
promise we made them confirm by a vow, 
but they paid no heed to our injunction, and 

trampled their oath underfoot. Not only did 

they not separate from the traitors, but 

they aided them by all possible means, and 
schemed to render them back trheir ancient 
power, and set on foot against us a perfid- 

ious plot.” (p.260) 

Few realise that capital punishment was 
relatively rare in Russia (Rambaud, p.261); 
though this fact is universally acknow- 
ledged in the literature, the authors refuse 
even to ask the question of how a society 
allegedly so ‘backward’ and ‘ignorant’ as 
Russia would have refused to implement the 
death penalty for capital crimes. But both 
military defeat and revolutionary agit- ation 
in the 19th century made it an unpleasant 
necessity. 

Ivan began the process of long-overdue 
purges of the Moscow ‘political class’. One 
of the strongest reasons for Ivan’s “exhibit- 
ion of murderous brutality” was the defec- 
tion of the famed Andrei Kurbsky, another 
scion of a family descended from Rurik the 
Viking, who founded the first Russian 
dynasty. Kurbsky was a distinguished milit- 
ary leader against the Tartars years before. 
He was close with Adashev and Sylvester 
and was irritated by their fall from power 
(Rambaud, p.261). 

In a battle against the Poles during the 
Livonian wars, Kurbsky outnumbered his 
enemy 5,000 versus 4,000. Somehow, this 


distinguished military commander lost that 
battle, and of course Ivan claimed (as any 
reasonable observer would claim) that he 
‘threw’ the fight. Afterwards, it was dis- 
covered that he was in negotiation with the 
Poles during the battle itself to form an 
alliance against Ivan. Later, according to 
Rambaud, he left his wife and children to 
Ivan’s mercy and crossed over into Poland, 
officially becoming a traitor. He additionally 
had the gall to blame Ivan for his defeat. 


ABDICATION 


The defection of a top Russian comm- 
ander was a bit too much for the Czar, 
already abandoned by many of his former 
‘friends’. lvan would rather have abandoned 
his throne than have to deal with characters 
like these. This is precisely what he did. In 
letters justifying his abdication, he, of 
course, blamed the noble landowning 
classes, but, in a true populist spirit, Ivan 
vindicated and defended the plight of the 
commoner, the worker and farmer. These 
were some of his most powerful supporters. 
Ivan had proven an excellent counterweight 
to some of the exploitation of the peasantry 
from the noble families. From then on, the 
Czar was looked upon by the peasantry as 
the ‘Little Father’. To this day, Russian 
peasants carry with them a picture of the 
last Russian Czar, Nicholas II, and he is 
referred to by the same phrase of endear- 
ment. It is shocking to what extent the est- 
ablishment historians are baffled by this 
incredible loyalty. Carmichael and Pipes, 
among others, simply chalk it up to peasant 
‘backwardness’ and ‘ignorance’. 

The purges against the aristocratic fam- 
ilies began. Of course, part of the reforms 
put in place was the infamous oprichina 
(meaning ‘separate estate’), a means by 
which much land was placed in the hands of 
the Czar himself, taking them away from 
the noble families that had time and time 
again proved that they would turn traitor if it 
was in their personal interest. lvan worried 
quite significantly about his life and throne. 
During a particularly heinous bout with the 
traditional aristocracy, he had written to 
Queen Elizabeth of England to secure safe 
haven if he were overthrown. His will, addit- 
ionally, shows some worry about this poss- 
ibility. Certainly, it was far from ‘paranoia’ 
but rather a dispassionate understanding of 
the forces arrayed against him (Rambaud, 
pp. 266-67). 


FICTION ACCEPTED AS FACT 


Almost universally in the literature, the 
institution of the oprichina is treated in 
about the same tone as the SS or the Khmer 
Rouge. Of course, much of pure fiction has 
been written about this institution and acc- 
epted uncritically as fact. The same might 
also be said about every single other instit- 
ution in Russian society. What makes 
matters worse is that our sources on Ivan’s 
‘crimes’ . derive from sources positively 
hostile to lvan: Kurbsky himself, the Italian 
Guagnini (at that time in the service of the 
Polish Crown) and German refugees fleeing 
Russian victories in the Livonian War, spec- 
ifically the refugees Taube and Kruse. Acc- 
ording to Rambaud’s research with primary 


data, these ‘sources’ were not only biased 
but also highly inconsistent concerning the 
alleged ‘crimes’ of the oprichina system and 
Ivan’s purges. 

Given lIvan’s interest in opening trade 
with Germany and the Netherlands, as well 
as with the English (who still have yet to get 
over the idea that Russia is anything more 
than a society in need of English enlighten- 
ment), lvan showed a tolerance to foreign- 
ers unheard of in Russia at that time. 
Protestant churches were permitted in 
Moscow (but at the displeasure of the pop- 
ulation, these were forced to move out into 
the countryside a bit). After several defeats 
from a Transylvanian warlord, Stepan Bat- 
ory, lvan called for the mediation of Pope 
Gregory XIII and even considered another 
attempt at the reunification of Orthodoxy 
and Catholicism. The Pope sent the jesuit 
Antonia Possevino. According to Rambaud:- 

“Possevino’s account shows us Ivan the 

Terrible in his true light: almost free-think- 

ing, inquisitive and sometimes disposed to 

see the humourous side of things, with 
ideas of tolerance remarkable for his time. 

If the Pope’s envoy failed in the religious 

part of his mission, he at least succeeded in 

concluding a truce between the two sover- 
eigns in 1582, by which Ivan had to cede 

Polotsk [in Lithuania] and all Livonia.” (pp. 

271-72) 


Now there was no question that this time 
was not one of perfect justice, calm and 
political reform. Rambaud himself claims 
that a ‘reign of terror’ hung over the aristo- 
cratic houses. However, the alleged crimes 
of Ivan are highly exaggerated in the liter- 
ature. The principal episodes in the ‘reign of 
terror’ that we know for sure were (again 
quoting from Rambaud):- 


“The deposition and perhaps murder of St. 
Philip, Archbishop of Moscow, who was 
guilty of having nobly interceded for the 
condemned and of hating Ivan’s body- 
guard. 

“The execution of Alexandra, widow of 
Yuri and sister-in-law of Ivan; of Prince 
Vladimir and his mother, the ambitious 
Evrosinia, who thus expiated their intrigues 
of 1553. We must remark that Ivan, what- 
ever Kurbsky may say, spared Vladimir's 
children, and largely provided for them. 
“The chastisement of Novgorod, where, it 
seemed to Ivan, the aristocratic party had 
entertained the project of opening the 
gates to the King of Poland, and where the 
Czar, according to his own testimony, put 
to death 1,505 persons. , 

“The great execution in the Red Place in 
1571, where a certain number of Musco- 
vites and Novgorodians were slain...” (pp. 
265-66) 


Rambaud goes on to explain that at the 
Monastery of St. Cyril a memorial to those 
slain existed, which listed the exact number 
slain as 3,470 (p.266). It needs to be noted 
that Kurbsky’s propaganda claimed that this 
number included “women and children” 
murdered. This is based on the misunder- 
standing of the inscriptions on the mem- 


‘orial, which state that such and such noble 


was killed “with his entire family.” This, 
however, does not necessarily mean that 
Ivan actually killed the entire family, but 
simply simply refers to the Russian under- 
standing of the time that when the head of a 

Contd. on page 27 
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THERE WAS aconcert in the church on Sunday 
evening, a concert by an English choir. There 
were two to three hundred people in the church, 
for the people of that country love music, and 
there was the additional attraction of a foreign 
choir. I sat next to my friend, who is a well- 
known English organist.[1) 

As the concert proceeded, my friend grew 
more and more restless. Between two items, he 
turned to me and whispered: “Is there something 
wrong with my ears?” 

“No,” I whispered back. “It’supposed to be a 
four-part choir, and there are only three parts.” 

For the accompanied pieces, the conductor 
played adequately. For the unaccompanied 
pieces, he played the notes for the opening chord 
on a keyboard. Once he played the wrong notes, 
and had to go back and play the right ones. The 
choir found this funny; I found it embarrassing. 

The choir wasn’t bad — except for the fact that 
it had no tenors; but it was certainly not worth 
going to any trouble to hear. In an average small 
parish church, it would be an asset — nowadays, 
not a hundred years ago, when musical standards 
were higher. In a foreign country — especially a 
very musical country — it was a disgrace. 

But why go to the trouble and expense of 
transporting some thirty people abroad to give a 
sub-standard performance? 

We make allowances in this country for 
amateur orchestras, although we ought not. Why 
should incompetent players inflict painful dis- 
cords and harsh tones on our ears? And some- 

times we are even asked to pay for it! 

One such concert I attended included a 
symphony by Mozart. I went with expectations, 
and found it an abomination. Not one of the 
players could play in tune — few could play in 
time. At least the conductor had the grace to look 
embarrassed. Again, one asks why such a 
concert? I discovered the reason a year later, 
when the conductor obtained a post with the 
county youth orchestra. 

Our county youth-orchestras are, on the 
whole, good. Some are better than professional 
orches- tras. But how could that conductor 
obtain such post? 

Of course, in modern Britain it is increasingly 
the case of not what you know but who you 
know. On the other hand, most local and national 
bureaucrats, who appoint such conductors, know 
little about music. At the interview the applicant 
is asked what experience he has had. He then 
produces the programmes he has conducted (and 
nowadays such programmes can be easily pro- 
duced, with a professional appearance, on a 
computer). Mozart, Haydn, Beethoven, Tschai- 
kovsky: the names and the works are impressive. 
What is never asked is the quality of the per- 
formances. 

So, I expect the conductor of that disgraceful 
choral concert will produce the excellently 
printed programme, and others like it, at an 
interview and obtain a prestigious choir to 
conduct (a choir that some unthanked, underpaid 
musician has trained to professional standard) for 
an enormous salary paid by the taxpayer and 
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THE DEATH 
OF MUSIC 


Dr. DONALD STEVENS spotlights a 
casualty of the cultural drought 
in ‘Cool Britannia’ 2000 


allocated by the wasteful and ignorant Arts 
Council. after all, he is one up on all the other 
applicants — he has conducted abroad! 

Such a conductor may turn out to be a good 
professional conductor — or he may not. 
Probably the latter, Judging by my own 
experiences. 

There is an old musical anecdote that event- 
ually percolated to the BBC (that organisation is 
invariably ten or twenty years behind the rest of 
the country in the matter of jokes). Two 
violinists are conversing:- 


“And how did the concert in Birmingham 
go?” ‘ 

“Oh, very well.” 

“And who was the conductor?” 

“TJ didn’t notice.” 


It was just as well he didn’t notice the con- 
ductor. Professional players get on better when 
they don’t! 

I have seen at the Barbican a well-known 
American conductor [2] perform what I can only 
call a pas seul, which would have been warmly 
welcomed by any fourth-rate ballet school, while 
the orchestra got on with the Brahms. 


CONDUCTOR OUT OF TOUCH 


I have attended a rehearsal where a highly 
paid British conductor waved his stick about in 
the general direction of the ceiling [3] while the 
orchestra played Delius. The orchestra came to 
the end of the first section and rightly stopped 
playing, while the conductor went on conducting, 
obviously having no idea of the music. Ironic- 


DELIUS 
Conductor 
at rehearsal 
had no idea 


of music the 
orchestra 


was supp- 
osed to be 


playing. 


ally, the public had been invited to the rehearsal 
in order to whet its appetite for the concert that 
evening. I understand that concert was poorly 
attended. I am not surprised, with such blatant 
incompetence on the rostrum. Yet that conductor 
is still employed — and paid out of tax-payers’ 
money! 

No wonder that properly trained foreign 
conductors come to this country, and command 
colossal salaries — that we pay. There are good 
British conductors, but as they honestly refuse to 
inflict substandard performances on their aud- 
iences, they cannot produce a sheaf of pro- 
grammes of concerts they have conducted at 
home and abroad. So, they are rarely chosen to 
conduct our professional choirs and orchestras. 

Foreign conductors naturally choose foreign 
works to conduct. If they perform new works, 
these will be by composers of the conductor’s 
nationality, not by British composers. [4] 

A couple of years ago, I encountered a good 
(but not excellent) amateur orchestra from 
London. In one of the lower string sections was a 
player of a certain ethnic minority much fav- 
oured by the régime, and rarely to be seen in the 
context of classical music — either performing or 
list- ening. This player had to be consulted — and 
deferred to — on all matters of interpretation {5}. 
The orchestra had been invited to perform under 
a good, but not fully professional conductor, for 
an important concert. He used it for that perform- 
ance, and never again. 

We have some of the best professional orch- 
estras in the world, which have to play under 
conditions that appal players from other 
countries, including our incompetent conductors. 
They often have to play rubbish [6] because that is 
what the régime wants; and the régime controls 
the money. Any choir or orchestra that receives a 
grant from the Arts Council must perform the 
type of music that the Arts Council demands. 
The Arts Council is appointed by the govern- 
ment; so, ultimately it is the government that 
controls what is performed. 

More ominously, a tenor at Glyndebourne 
Opera refused to sing a part in a new opera 


because the words were obscene. I have never 
heard of that tenor since. 


Even in minor musical circles, the rot has set 
in, the rot that is causing the total decay of music 
in this country. A new, glossy (and expensive) 
hymn-book has been produced. I was given a 
copy to inspect, and have written a critical evalu- 
ation of it, of both words and the music. Here, I 
shall quote only some of my comments on the 
music. 


“The music jerks along like a drug-filled 
zombie.” “The music is of such poor quality that 
a fourth-rate pub pianist would reject it.” “A dull 
but otherwise unobjectionable tune..., but why 
did it take three people to write it?” “The music 
is dull and trite (and) sounds like a pop-pianist, 
well past his best, improvising in a sleazy night- 
club.” Of two ‘hymns’ which use the Scottish 
folk-tunes Ye banks and braes and Blow the wind 
southerly, | ask “Where are today’s Christian 
composers?” It is a rhetorical question. A good 
composer would never be asked to contribute a 
good singable hymn for this book [7). 


AMERICAN POP 


Our pop-music is American or, worse still, 
imitation American, with imitation American 
accents for the words. To one who lived for some 
years in North America, the result is either funny 
or excruciating. 

People have asked me: Where are our good 
composers? The answer is that there are good 
British composers today, some very good indeed. 
They can write and have written good music of 
any sort you might want to hear, and you would 
enjoy it if you heard it; but you will rarely, if 
ever, hear it [8}. 

In common with other businesses, small music 
publishers have been taken over by the big boys. 
Whereas in former days you could find a little 
publishing company that would resist the unmus- 
ical trends of the age and publish decent music 
for a low profit, these companies have now 
virtually all disappeared. I was just establshing a 
profitable and friendly relationship with Hinrich- 
sen when that firm was taken over by Peters. 
After I presented some of my music to the latter, 
it was returned with a cold comment that the 
company would be concentrating on avant-garde 
music. I was one of half a dozen composers who 
now had no outlet. This also meant that we 
would not benefit from performing rights. The 
rule is that no-one will perform music unless it is 
published; and, with the big companies taking 
over, the other rule applies: that no-one will pub- 
lish music unless it has been performed — a neat 
and vicious circle. 


Nevertheless, the big companies are in danger 
with the advent of the Internet. Now, anyone can 
sell anything — including music — on the Web, 
and there are some enterprising firms that are 
by-passing the publishing giants in this way. 

For the time being, however, the big com- 
panies rule. Naturally they want to make a big 
profit. Therefore they go to the people with the 
biggest money: the Government, of whatever sort 


it is; and they publish what the government wants 
them to publish, just as orchestras and choirs 
must perform what the Arts Council decrees, in 
order to get their slice of tax-payers’ money. 

The regime had decreed that there must be 
two ingredients in modern music: ear-shattering 
discord and political correctness. Between them, 
these two factors will bring about the death of 
music, not only in this country but eventually 
everywhere. 

The only thing that can save music is a com- 
plete change in the governing body of this land, 
the raising up, not necessarily of men and women 
who understand music and appreciate it, but men 
and women who want beauty and excellence, and 
(above all) possess common sense and the desire 
for the best in all areas of life. [91 


Notes: 

1. [have suppressed his name for obvious reasons. 
He restored faith in British musicians by later giving 
an excellent organ recital in the same church. 

2. Some people who still speak English in this 
country have protested about the change of “Britons 
never never never shall be slaves” to “Britons never 
never never will be slaves” at the Last Night of the 
Proms. The change was made when this American 
conductor was invited to conduct that concert. 


3. Only a minimum of common sense is needed to 
realise an orchestra is lower than a conductor on any 
kind of podium, and that to raise either baton or 
hands to eye-level is to make them invisible to most 
of the players who have to read the music as well as 
watch the conductor. The exception is when 
conducting a choir that is seated higher than the 
conductor. And I have seen many conductors of 
choral works accompanied by an orchestra, whose 
whole attention (and beat) is focused on the choir 
and the orchestra has to guess when to play. 
Naturally, when the orchestra comes in at the wrong 
time, it is the orchestra’s fault, and never never the 
conductor’s. A musicologist from New York 
related to me that American orchestras under a 
certain conductor always knew that they had to start 
playing when the baton passed the third button of 
the conductor’s waistcoat. The last good 
professional conductor I saw in this country was 
Charles Groves; when conducting orchestral music, 
his hands never rose above his capacious middle, 
except to signal to the brass or percussion. The 
other ridiculous tendency that is well-nigh universal 
in this country is to conduct on the up-beat. This 
was introduced by conductors who thought that all 
they needed to do was fling their hands about in the 
air and music would result. 


4. There are British composers whose works are 
performed. These are friends of the establishment or 
they have trendy life-styles and are very politically 
correct, and churn out the equivalent in music of the 
Turner Prize in art. Even Jewish composers must 
toe the line. Schmidt, a good conservative Austrian 
composer, was told by William Glock of the BBC 
that his music was unacceptable. Here I should | 
mention that recently I saw one of the best young 
British conductors I have ever seen: he conducted 
Brahms’ Third Symphony excellently, from memory 
without a score, in Vienna. I have never heard of 
him in this country. 


5. For the uninitiated, a good conductor will consult 
with his players, especially the leader of the first 
violins, on matters of bowing or fingering. He will 
occasionally consult with leaders of other sections, 
but never with a rank and file player. The only 
exception to this that I know of is an orchestra under 
communist régime, where the commissar, usually a 
person devoid of musical knowledge, controlled 
what was performed and how it was performed. 
Perhaps that ethnic-minority player was the comm- 
issar. 

6. Some years ago, such a work was performed at 
the end of the concert. The principal cellist stood up 
and smashed his cello in disgust at what he had had 
to play. Naturally, he had purchased a cheap cello 
on which to play for that concert, and it was the 
cheap instrument that was smashed. The two results 
that impressed me were: one, the audience wasn’t 
sure whether this was part of the performance or 
not, and was hesitant in its applause. Secondly, the 
conductor had not noticed or queried the inferior 
tone of the cellist’s instrument. Like art, the trend of 
music which is not music has been with us for 
nearly a century. Over forty years ago, there was a 
performance at a university of a ‘modern’ piece for 
clarinet and other instruments. The composer was 
present, and praised the performance as being just 
what he intended. After the performance, the clarin- 
ettist discovered that he had played his part on a Bb 
clarinet, and not on an A clarinet as the composer 
had indicated. This meant that his part throughout 
was a semi-tone out of tune. The composer hadn’t 
noticed. Neither had anyone else. 


7. omit reference to good standard tunes that have 
been mangled by the introduction of ‘modern’ dis- 
cords. The contents are a blend of traditional and 
known hymns and modern ‘pop’ tunes and ‘pop’ 
words, many of which don’t make sense. The ‘pop’ 
tunes are usually very badly written; some are 
impossible to sing, and others impossible to play. 
The treatment of the words of the traditional hymns, 
which have been ‘modernised’ is an act of vandal- 
ism. Such hymn-books have been enthusiastically 
received by a clergy that has become more and more 
ignorant of music and literature — and of everything 
else, including theology. 

8. Despite my strictures, there are good modern 
British composers: Arthur Butterworth, Robert 
Groves, Eric Thiman, John Rutter. However, it 
should be noted that the first three are dead and the 
last is old. I heard Derek Bourgeois’ first symphony 
when he was at Cambridge, and it was very prom- 
ising indeed. However, he has now succumbed to 
the establishment and writes works of modern caco- 
phony. 

9. Definitely not Phoney Blair, who uses tax-payers’ 
money to finance tenth-rate pop-groups. 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 


The best articles and news items 
published in Spearhead in recent 
months can now be seen on the 
Spearhead website. You can visit 
this site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 
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“..be made aware that your good- 
ness and self devotion in giving 
yourself up to the soothing attend- 
ance upon these wounded and sick 
soldiers has been observed by the 
Queen with sentiments of the 
highest approval and admiration.” 
Personal message from Queen 
Victoria to Florence Nightingale, 
14th December 1854 


THE RECENT REPORT produced 
by the Runnymede Trust, entitled 
‘The Future of Multi-Ethnic 
Britain’, suggests that British his- 
tory should be “revised, rethought 
or jettisoned.” It further states that 
‘Britishness’ has systematic racial 
connotations, and claims that 
‘British’ is a racist word. 

The Report was personally 
commissioned by Home Secretary 
Jack Straw in 1998 and was 
entrusted to a 23-strong commission 
provided by the Runnymede Trust, 
which is described as an “indepen- - 
dent race equality think tank.” 
Since the commission includes 
people with such un-British names 
as Parekh, Gavron, Alibhai-Brown, 
Anwar, Begum, Chan, Dholakia, 
Lerman, and Modood, the results of 
its deliberations will be regarded by 
the majority of the indigenous popu- 
lation as sheer impertinence. 

Apparently the commission 
defines Britain as “a community of 
communities,” and it would like the 
word ‘British’ to be banned alto- 
gether. How then should we name 
our nation, which still mainly in- 
cludes indigenous English, Welsh, 
Scots and Northern Irish people? 
Would we have to rename such 
prestigious institutions as the British 
Army, the Royal British Legion, the 
British Museum and the British 
Medical Association? And exactly 
how would we be expected to 
rename them? 


NEW CRIMEA ‘HEROINE’ 


The commission’s idiotic sugg- 
estion that our history should be 
revised is simply a euphemistic way 
of saying that truth must be replaced 
by propaganda. Most of us are well 
aware that the rewriting of our his- 
tory by the anti-British brigade has 
been underway for some years. 

A typically absurd example of 
this has been the recent attempt to 
debunk and belittle the life and 
work of the Crimean War heroine, 
Florence Nightingale, better known 
as the Lady of the Lamp. Miss 
Nightingale’s detractors claim that 
the real heroine of the Crimea was a 
relatively unknown Jamaican 

-woman named Mary Seacole. 
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Florence Nightingale is the 
latest outstanding historical 
figure to become a target of the 
politically correct, as 
RONALD RICKCORD explains 


This ludicrous claim was made at 
a conference last year by members 
of the public sector union, Unison, 
which purports to represent domes- 
tic workers in the National Health 
Service, plus a smattering of the 


Florence Nightingale, seen here caring for wounded troops in the 
Crimea (from a near-contemporary magazine picture). She was 
the true heroine of that period of British history. 


more leftist-inclined nurses. The 
conference proposed that Miss 
Nightingale was a thoroughly 
unsuitable person to have as a role 
model for nurses or to be an icon in 
a ‘multi-cultural’ Britain. One of the 


speakers at the conference, a health 
visitor named Wendv Wheeler, said 
that it was time “to exorcise the 
myth of Florence Nightingale.” She 
went on to say that this was “not 
because Florence Nightingale was a 
very bad person” (thereby implying 
that she may have been a little bit 
bad!) “but because the impact of her 
legacy, or more correctly the inter- 
pretation of that legacy, has held the 
nursing profession back too long.” 
The conference then voted to move 
the International Nurses’ Day from 
May 12, Miss Nightingale’s birth- 
day, to “a more appropriate date” — 
i.e. to the birthday of Mary Seacole. 
Whether the Royal College of 
Nursing, which represents the vast 
majority of British nurses, will 
agree to this change remains to be 
seen. 


THE BLACK LADY 


Mary Seacole was undoubtedly 
an admirable woman who did much 
for the comfort of British soldiers in 
the Crimea; but she was not a nurse. 
She was a herbalist who also ran a 
canteen-cum-hotel at Balaclava, 
known as the “British Hotel’. She 
provided the sort of service for the 
troops that in later times was pro- 
vided by the NAAFI , the WRVS, 
the Salvation Army and the ‘Church 
of Jocks’. As far as Unison is con- 
cerned there is one overriding 
reason why Mrs. Seacole should 
supersede Miss Nightingale as the 
icon of nursing: she was black. At 
least, that is what Unison claims, 
though Mrs. Seacole was actually a 
half-Scots, half-Jamaican mulatto. 
Her father was a Scottish soldier, 
probably named Grant. By contrast, 
Miss Nightingale was white and 
came from a middle-class, well-to- 
do family. That is, of course, a sin 
for which Unison cannot forgive 
her. 

Despite Unison’s claim that Mrs. 
Seacole provided a nursing service 
superior to that organized by Miss 
Nightingale, Major Colin Robins, 
editor of The War Correspondent 
Journal, journal of the Crimean War 
Research Society, and one of the 
foremost experts on the history of 
the Crimean War, wrote in a recent 
issue of the journal:- 


“T am deeply sceptical about the 
nursing done by Mrs. Seacole 
during the war. I have trans- 
cribed many officers’ journals 
and letters, and have read many 
more. Not a single reference to 
her work on the battlefield is 
recorded, though most of them 
bought occasional meals at the 
‘British Hotel.’ ” 


Unison’s denigration of Florence 
Nightingale is clearly a brazen att- 
empt to rewrite a part of our history 
to accord with the crazy tenets of 
political correctness. Whatever 
talents and virtues Mary Seacole 
may have possessed, it is simply not 
possible to tumble Florence Night- 
ingale from the pedestal she deser- 
vedly occupies. For she and she 
alone, despite enormous opposition 
from the Establishment, and obs- 
tacles with which she was beset, 
almost single-handedly created the 
Barrack Hospital at Scutari, which 


became a Godsend to the cruelly 
suffering soldiers of the Crimea. 
The hospital was responsible for 
saving many lives. Until Miss 
Nightingale came on the scene the 
soldiers had minimal medical atten- 
tion and were simply left to die from 
their injuries or from cholera. Cecile 
Woodbam-Smith in her biography 
of Florence Nightingale wrote: 

“Her calmness, her resource, 

her power to take action raised 

her to the position of a goddess. 

The men adored her. ‘If she 

were at our head,’ they said, ‘we 


should be in Sebastopol next 

week.’ “ 

After the end of the Crimean 
War, Miss Nightingale returned to 
Britain broken in health. More than 
half a century of life lay before her, 
and as an administrator and inno- 
vator she worked from a sick-bed to 
improve the plight of the Army in 
India, for the establishment of civil- 
ian and military hospitals, for work- 
house reform and for the setting up 
of a military medical college. She 
also founded the nurses’ training 
school at St. Thomas’s Hospital in 


London. Her influence on hospitals 
and the nursing profession has 
lasted to this day. 

Florence Nightingale never 
sought honours, though she 
received many. In November 1907 
King Edward VII conferred on her 
the Order of Merit. She was the 
first woman ever to be so 
honoured. But what she probably 
would have regarded as her 
greatest honour occ- urred at her 
funeral in 1910, when her coffin 
was carried by six sergeants of the 
British Army. 


For your amusement 


We occasionally get hostile letters from 
those who read Spearhead. Even more occ- 
asionally, we get a letter which gives us a 
really good laugh. How about this one? It 
came from someone to whom a supporter 
had evidently sent a sample copy, thinking - 
erroneously, as it turned out - that the recip- 
ient might be sympathetic. The letter reads 
as follows:- 


Dear Sir, 

I have received an unsolicited copy of 
Spearhead. 

Whilst some of the policies of the BNP 
are common sensible (sic), demonstrating a 
sympathy of thought with the great majority 
your headline manifesto (sic) is overtly mis- 
guided and bedllicose, leading to extremist 
participation. I have received it with the same 
reaction that I would if Ms Redgrave had sent 
me an unsolicited copy of Socialist Worker. 

Please remove my details from your files, 
whether with BNP ‘or Spearhead (sic). Do not 
pass my details to any third party. Any further 
mail received by me from your organisation 
will accrue legal action (sic). 


One could have fun trying to guess the 
political allegiance of the writer of this 
letter. The aversion to Socialist Worker 
suggests that he (it is a he) does not belong to 


the far left. The very concession that some 
policies we advocate are ‘sensible’ might 
indicate even a position right of centre. If 
this is the case, the remaining contents can 
be seen as all the more pathetic. Perhaps the 
poor fellow is a Tory —a little ‘rightward’ on 
some issues but absolutely frightened to 
death of anything that might invite the atten- 
tion of the racial Thought Police. On the 
other hand, he may not be to the right at all - 
maybe a Liberal Tory or a Tory Liberal. The 
sheer pomposity of his closing words - he 
will take legal action if he gets any more of 
our literature! - gives some idea of his mind- 
set. Who the hell does the fellow think he is? 
For a start, he must be extremely ignorant of 
the law, for he seems to be implying that it is 
illegal to supply him with nationalist mat- 
erial. Is he a victim of the race industry’s 
drive to make members of the public believe 
that so-called ‘racist’ material is against the 
law when in fact it is not (yet!)? Or perhaps 
he does not believe such material is illegal 
but thinks that it ought to be! 

Perhaps you, dear reader, might like to 
join in our little game of psycho-analysis of 
this letter-writer. It could at least provide 
some light-hearted diversion for you and the 
family during the coming festive season! 
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Young 
BNP 


All BNP members 
from the age of 14 - 
24 need to join the 
Young BNP. Senda 
photocopy or 


y B N G hardcopy (it will be 
returned) of your 


party membership card and your 
details (name and address etc) to 
PO Box 28, Erith, DA8 2ZN. For those 
reading Spearhead who aren't 
members of the Young British 
National Party, membership is open 
to those of British or kindred Euro- 
pean descent, above the age of 14, 
and not over 24. Memberhip subs 
are £20 (£10 students). 

All members receive monthly 
Members’ Bulletins. 
Website: www.bnp.org.uk 
Telephone: 07979 417 677 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send large SAE for broadcast details to:- 
LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 


Wwww.natall.com 


ponents, includir 


, the film 


s (then Nat- 
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taggering £12,000 fo 
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Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally 
November 29th 1998 


Hear:- 

NICK GRIFFIN 
DAVID BRUCE 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 
& OTHERS 


Spearhead Recordings, PO Box 417, Welling, Kent DA16 30W 
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CHARLES DICKENS was not quite as 
great a writer as Dr. Donald Stevens 
claims (Spearhead, October); this aside, 
the achievement of great literary figures 
should not be decided by ideological 
criteria of any kind. 

Dr. Stevens judges Dickens to be the 
greatest novelist in the English language 
and probably the greatest in the world. 
He offers little evidence to support this 
assessment. Instead, almost all of his 
article is an analysis of Dickens’ alleged 
‘political incorrectness’, a quality that 
naturally appeals to a nationalist but is 
nota pointer to literary prowess. 

With a series of well-chosen quot- 
ations, Dr Stevens shows that Dickens: (a) 
believed in justice; (b) did not favour 
prisons being especially comfortable; (c) 
tended to favour capital punishment but 
opposed its cruel misuse for trivial off- 
ences, and opposed public executions 
because of their degrading effects; (d) 
was not a cosmopolitan or internat- 
ionalist, but favoured loyalty to family, 
friends and country; (e) was scathingly 
critical of politicians, and was hostile to 
big financiers who cheat and exploit. 

These quotations indicate the good 
sense of the novelist but in no way 
establish his literary greatness. One of Dr. 
Stevens’ footnotes does this better: “An 
important characteristic of greatness is 
fecundity of invention.” T. S. Elliot made 
the same point about Alfred Lord Tenny- 
son. 

In this context it is notable that Harold 
Bloom lists no less than twelve of 
Dickens’ works in his book The Western 
Canon. No other novelist reaches that 
figure. However, Bloom sees the great- 
ness of Dickens as chiefly exhibited in 
Bleak House, which he analyses at length 
but which Dr Stevens does not mention. 


Great but not the greatest 

My own estimation is that Dickens 
was a great novelist, but that quite a 
number of novelists in English and in 
other languages reached even greater 
heights. Here is why. 

Dickens was plainly a writer domin- 
ated by his heart rather than by his mind 
or by the inspired intuitions of the poet. 
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On literature 
and ideology 


He profoundly valued human kindness 
and celebrated its importance very eff- 
ectively. This quality is shown, for exam- 
ple, in the portraits of Joe Gargery, Biddy, 
Wemmick, Herbert Pocket and Clara in 
Great Expectations. 


Dickens was also an author of comic 
genius. He was a brilliant parodist and 
very competent satirist He made deft 
use of irony. These qualities contributed 
to the superb character creation of Mr 
Jaggers. 

In addition, Dickens was a born 
journalist with outstanding capacity for 
visual observation of people (their faces, 
persons, clothes, habits and idiosyn- 
crasies). He was perhaps Britain’s finest 
verbal caricaturist. 

Another of Dickens’ gifts was narrative 


TOLSTOY 
His greatest novels, says the writer, 
possess the virtue of a colossal stead- 
iness, stability and sanity of soul. 


skill. Again and again, he proved amaz- 
ingly clever at maintaining reader inter- 
est, introducing surprises, manipulating 
connections and building suspense. 

One of Dickens’ strongest supporters 
in Australia was the multi-talented 
painter, engraver, cartoonist and writer, 
Norman Lindsay (1879-1969). Lindsay in 
his book Creative Effort correctly comm- 


ended the amazing range of characters 
in the works of Dickens. After those of 
Shakespeare, they are probably the best 
remembered in English literature. 

It is not hard to see that this collection 
of attributes made Dickens an except- 
ionally popular writer. There is in fact 
something childish and sentimental in 
his make-up which contributed to his 
ability to win a massive public. 


Lacking in high seriousness 

However, Dickens fatally lacked the 
high seriousness that is essential for the 
grandest literary achievement. He had 
only limited penetration and insight into 
the labyrinth of the human soul. He had 
little sense of the importance of the 
sacred and of bardic inspiration. He had 
nothing of the innovative handling of 
language which marks the works of 
Shakespeare, Gerard Manley Hopkins 
and James Joyce. And, as Norman 
Lindsay, a master of the erotic, also 
pointed out, Dickens was equivocal and 
hypocritical in his handling of the facts 
of sex, desire and love (and their 
tendency to clash with social systems 
and moral dogmas). 

Thus, for example, Dickens could find 
no resolution of the relationship of Pip 
and Estella in Great Expectations. Neither 
ending satisfies. 

Dr. Stevens, incidentally, quoted eff- 
ectively from A Tale of Two Cities but 
failed to recall the important point made 
by Nesta Webster in The French Revol- 
ution: that Dickens relied on Thomas 
Carlyle’ s account of that event, which 
was fundamentally flawed. A certain 
superficiality of soul in Dickens enabled 
that error. 

In Australian schools, Year 12 is the 
final secondary study level. At the school 
in which I teach, our students have read 
Great Expectations in Year 12 for the last 
two years. It has proved a popular choice. 
I do not believe that Dickens is currently 
neglected or that his work is a significant 
threat to the powers-that-be of our times. 
Rather, I fear his novels are suffused with 
precisely that sentimentality which has 
been used to empower radical political 
campaigns throughout the century or 


more since he died. 

A few years ago I had to conduct 
“unseen commentary” oral exams for 
the International Baccalaureate English 
A diploma course. I discovered that a 
well-chosen page from Jane Austen’s 
Pride and Prejudice contained far more 
of interest for a student to comment on 
than a well-chosen page from Oliver 
Twist. It would not be hard, I think, to 
show that, at her best, Austen reached 
heights Dickens never did. 


Maturity of understanding 


The critic F. R. Leavis. although acerbic 
at times and stodgy at other times, did 
much to elevate English literary critic- 
ism, and The Great Tradition and The 
Common Pursuit remain classics. While 
he tended to over-estimate D. H. Law- 
rence, I think he successfully established 
that Austen, George Eliot, Henry James 
and Joseph Conrad had set the stan- 
dards for the English novel. They had a 
maturity of understanding of human 
nature, together with the technical craft 
to show its subtleties in prose, which was 
beyond Dickens. 

Nor do I believe that Dickens ever 
matched Emily Bronte’s immortal anal- 
ysis of the power of human love, Wuth- 
ering Heights (with its superb matching 
of the moors scenery and weather to its 
characters and plot), or Herman Mel- 
ville’s plumbing of human heroism and 
tragic failure in Moby Dick. 

On the world stage, I suggest that 
Alexander Solzhenitsyn now has claims 
to be the greatest novelist ever. In 
Cancer Ward, The First Circle, August 
1914 and November 1916 this Russian 
giant has assembled a range of charac- 
ters that surpasses Dickens and chall- 
enges Shakespeare. Combined with this 


gift is an extraordinary lucidity of soul 
which enables Solzhenitsyn to appraise 
this vast range of human types and 
individuals with justice and magnan- 
imity. 

Dostoyevsky and Tolstoy. are also 
clearly superior to Dickens, despite Dr. 
Stevens’ footnote attempt to assert other- 
wise. Dostoyevsky’s world is undoubt- 
edly shot through with nationality and 
madness; but it is also ennobled by a 
profound grasp of the terrors and glories 
of human life, of the dignity and spiritual 
cleansing found in suffering nobly acc- 
epted, and of the fundamental context of 
human existence: the struggle between 
metaphysical good and evil. 


Spiritual intensity 

There is nothing in Dickens that 
reaches the spiritual intensity of Sonia’ s 
sacrifice for her family in Crime and 
Punishment, the Prince’ s efforts to save a 
beautiful but erratic woman in The Idiot 
or Dmitri’s refusal to take advantage of a 
self-sacrificing daughter in The Brothers 
Karamazov. 

As for Tolstoy’ s great novels, War and 
Peace and Anna Karenina, they possess 
the virtue of a colossal steadiness, stabil- 
ity and sanity of soul which pervades 
their assessment of human characters 
and actions from start to finish. It was a 
pity that this balance deserted Tolstoy 
when he got onto his various ideological 
hobby-horses. 

Other world-ranking novels which, in 
my view, surpass anything of Dickens 
are Madame Bovary by Gustave Flau- 
bert, The Leopard by Giuseppe di Lam- 
pedusa, Torrents of Spring and Nest of 
Gentlefolk by Ivan Turgenev, Doctor 
Zhivago by Boris Pasternak, A Fringe of 
Leaves by Patrick White and The White 
Guard and The Master and Marganta by 


Mikhail Bulgakov. That is not an exhaus- 
tive list. We British may have to admit, 
however, that the Russians are out in 
front! 

It is very important not to allow our 
own ideological preoccupations to inter- 
vene in the business of literary criticism. 
The personality and convictions of D. H. 
Lawrence have much appeal for me 
personally because I value his cham- 
pionship of emotional sensitivity between 
men and women who have special aff- 
inity, together with his celebration of the 
joys of uninhibited sexual union. 

By contrast, the sourness of James 
Joyce repels me; yet I do not hesitate to 
assess Joyce as a far greater master of 
imaginative prose. In original usage of 
language Joyce approaches Shakespeare 
himself. Lawrence is pedestrian by con- 
trast. 

In Australian literature, the novels of 
Patrick White are much greater than 
those of Martin Boyd, for all that Boyd’s 
magnanimous and aristocratic gallantry 
is far more appealing than White’s pre- 
vailing bitterness and malice. 

One of my own very favourite English 
novelists is Charles Morgan (1894-1958); 
and I think his whole work, and espec- 
ially the long love novel The Voyage, is 
currently unduly neglected; but I cannot 
pretend that he writes as masterful a 
prose as Austen or Conrad. 

Why is it so important to keep literary 
criticism free from ideological bias? It is 
because great literature inevitably 
attests the dignity of mankind, 
something we can all take pride in while 
ideological prejudices (even our own 
prejudices!) are always limiting, if not 
demeaning, of human grandeur. 

That is just one particular reason why 
it is good to “dine out with the oppos- 
ition” and to “love our enemies”! 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


LABOUR COUNCILLORS in Birming- 
ham have voted to rename the district of 
the city previously known as Balsall 
Heath. The new name for the district will 
be ‘Apna Town’ — Punjabi for ‘Our Town’. 


* * * 


WHEN lorry driver Brian Kent found seven 
illegal immigrants hiding in his truck on a 
cross-Channel ferry he alerted police, who 
told him to drive to the Immigration Office 
because the seven people would not fit into 
a patrol car. The Immigration Authority 
fined Brian £14,000 and impounded his 
lorry. 
* * * 

BLACK AND ASIAN nurses are to be 
given fast-track promotion into management 
jobs under a new ‘positive discrimination’ 


policy. The scheme has been launched in 
response to Department of Heath concerns 
that white nurses dominate senior jobs in 
the NHS. 


* * * 


MEANWHILE, a report to the Home 
Office recommends that black and Asian 
police officers should be intentionally 
chosen for promotion over their white 
colleagues. The report, Ethnic Minority 
Police Officers, was commissioned by 
Derbyshire Police and was compiled by 
Professor Ellis Cashmore of Stafford- 
shire University, described as “a leading 
expert on race realtions.” 

* * * 


MEANWHILE, it has been reported that the 
Metropolitan Police is expected te change 


its dress code to allow officers to wear their 
hair in dreadlocks. This is part of a drive to 
encourage the recruitment of more Rasta- 
Jarians. 

a, ee, 


WITH a headline saying ‘Labour-led 
councils want more foster gays’, a report in 
The Mail on Sunday said that three Labour- 
run councils, Camden, Haringey and 
Brighton & Hove are “actively trying to 
recruit gay adoptive and foster parents to 
look after vulnerable children.” The councils 
have placed adverts to this effect in the 
‘Pink Paper’ . 

* * * 


IN A PLAN to overhaul the Criminal 
Injuries Compensation Scheme, it is 
intended that ‘gays’ and lesbians will get 
payouts from taxpayers’ money if their 
partners are murdered or incpacitated 
through violent crime. 
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CAS VAAN 


The Editor 
'Spéarhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

.Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: No doubt, many will have noticed the 
non-Christian organisations being allowed 
to place wreaths on the Cenotaph at this 
year’s annual Remembrance Parade. This 
should come as no surprise, but, even so, it 
is still sickening to observe how low the 
Labour Government has stooped to permit 
this solemn and sacred event to be used in 
such a way. 

It was even worse to hear the voice of 
David Dimbleby explaining the development 
in terms of approval. 

| attended a local event in Bury, where | 
live, to remember my grandfather, who 
died as a result of the First World War, 
among others, and | noted similar concess- 
ions being allowed to non-Christians, 
including Muslims and Jews. Is Britain a 
Christian country or not? 

Years ago, the old National Front used to 
organise a Remembrance Parade. Could we 
not revert to this to escape the terrible vio- 
lations of tradition permitted by our craven 
‘authorities’? 

J. KAY (Miss) 
Bury, Lancs. 


SIR: “Their name liveth for evermore.” 

“A soldier of the Great War.” 

These were just two of the many senti- 
ments expressed on the headstones which 
remember the British war dead who lie in 
dignified silence in cemeteries across 
Belgium and Northern France. 

The Somme and Ypres are two locations 
etched into the consciousness of the British 
people — scenes of battles refecting the 
horrors of the Grat War. 

Now comes the news that the allow- 
ances of the gardeners who tend the 
graves of the dead are going to be reduced. 

Is nothing sacred with ‘New Labour’? 

With no expense spared in accommo- 
dating bogus ‘asylum-seekers’, the Gov- 
ernment is quite prepared to insult our war 
dead, to denigrate the 1914-18 generation 
(a much better generation than its own), 
and to try to destroy yet another link to our 
noble past. 

Shame on them! 

DAVE 
Croydon & Merton BNP 


SIR: | think every European with an 
ounce of clear-headedness and common 
sense should be aware of this: the war in 
Chechnya, the war in Kosovo and the racial 
riots in our Western cities are one and the 
same war. For there is an ‘outer circle’ of 
Islam, running through the Balkans and 
Central Asia, which the Russians and the 
Serbs are trying desperately to contain. But 
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there is also an ‘inner circle’ (a ‘home 
front’, as it were) running through our own 
cities — which meets with no resistance at 
all. That’s how future historians will see 
and write it — even if our blind ‘intellect- 
uals’ are unable (or unwilling) to under- 
stand this obvious fact. 

JEAN-LOUIS PESTEIL 

Thionville, France 


SIR: John Bean’s article ‘Breeding ourselves 
out of existence’ (Spearhead, November) is 
quite correct in its assertion that we may 
be witnessing the demise of the white race 
as we know it. 

| would only take issue with Mr. Bean’s 
restrained use of language. A blunter and 
more appropriate term to describe what is 
happening might be self-inflicted genocide. 

The current situation regarding negative 
population growth, the Pill and inter-racial 
relationships is not the real problem but 
simply symptomatic of a wider malaise 
which has affected the peoples of European 
descent since 1914. This date marked the 
beginning of two totally pointless inter- 
necine conflicts that caused the needless 
sacrifice of at least two generations of our 
finest breeding stock. 

The political classes and their manipu- 
lators used these tragic losses to foist their 
alien globalist ideology on a weakened and 
demoralised populace that had been liter- 
ally starved into submission. Is it any 
wonder that European culture is now 
derided as ‘6litist’ by the opinion-formers 
of the intellectual left? After all, as the 
editor of this publication is aware, such 
creatures love to kick a man when he is 
down. 

Condemn the inbred mutants whose 
socio-economic underclass values seem to 
dominate our society if you wish, but we — 
should never forget who the guilty parties 
really are. 

One day these people will be brought to 
account for their actions. May that day 
come sooner rather than later, for unless 
the rot is stopped we will have failed in our 
mission to save our race from the abyss, 
and the future will be too horrific to con- 
template. 

SIMON LADD 
Enfield, Middlesex 


SIR: On a reading of Frank Kimbal Johnson’s 
article and letter in last month’s Spearhead, 
both the Prince of Wales and William 
Hague have an immense problem! The 
squalor of the inner cities largely appears to 
be caused by the residents. Sometimes on 
our TV screens we are shown flats with 
rooms completely wrecked, with plumbing 
torn out of the walls and lavatories and 
wash basins lying ripped out of their normal 
positions (if left in the rooms at all). “That 
is how these wretched people are expected 
to live,” etc., etc., is usually the theme of 
the report. 

Mostly, these flats are owned by some 
local authority or other. The councils 
employ housing inspectors, public works 
personnel, and so on. Presumably, the 
inspectors inspect and the public works 


personnel do their jobs. The average Briton, 
weighed down with a mortgage, does not 
enjoy these services. Notwithstanding, 
when his plumbing goes wrong he calls in a 
plumber; when the paint peels he redecor- 
ates; when the light bulb fuses he replaces 
it. In essence, he looks after his property 
and his conforts himself. Indeed, there are 
large numbers of native British council-flat 
dwellers who do exactly the same. We do 
it because we know, instinctively, that that 
is what we should do. 

From my own knowledge and experience 
of Africa, in colonial days, where the 
Africans chose to live in native com- 
pounds, villages, rural settings, etc., the 
average housing consisted of a straw hut 
or roundaval. It had one unit where all the 
family lived and slept — cooking, washing, 
etc., were done outside. They had no 
bathrooms, lavatories, wash basins. 

So no wonder such things seem super- 
fluous to the needs of immigrants in this 
country. What is infuriating is the sugg- 
estion, implicit in all these bleeding-heart 
TV reports, that these people are deliber- 
ately given inferior accommodation — rather 
than their dwellings being allowed to go to 
rot through their own lack of care. 

The clear solution to the inner-city 
squalor about which both the Prince and 
Hague seem to be so concerned is that, 
instead of their trying to Africanise Britain, 
they promote a rapid, generous and 
humane repatriation scheme whereby 
these peoples can return to their ancestral 
homelands and natural environments. 

M. HANNAH (Mrs.) 
Loughton, nr. Lewes, E. Sussex 


SIR: Attlee never apologised for letting the 
Blacks in from 1948. Mrs. Thatcher never 
apologised for betraying Rhodesia to 
Mugabe. Blair will not apologise for the 
Dome but will only admit: “We made some 
mistakes.” 

But recently Stephen Dorrell, speaking 
on Any Questions programme on Radio 4 
apologised for his part in the mad cow 
disease disaster. Well done! And what a 
change from most of the politicians! 

M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Our rulers must be out of their tiny 
little minds! The latest legislation planned 
for parliament aims to make it illegal for 
political parties in the UK to receive finan- 
cial donations from foreign sources — all 
well and good so far. But wait! There is to 
be an exemption from the rule. It will not 
apply to parties in Northern Ireland. This 
means that either the Provisional IRA or the 
‘Real IRA’ (is there any difference?) need 
only register as political parties and they 
will be able to continue getting fat cheques 
from their backers in the United States. 

It seems that this escape clause was 
inserted as a ‘sop’ to Gerry Adams & Co. 
to get their co-operation in the so-called 
‘peace process’. Is there any limit to gov- 
ernment appeasement? 

JOHN WILKINS 
Derby 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL | 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8 8ZU 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.66 post-free. 

Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2. 16 post- 
free. 

No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p post- 
free. 

The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p post- 
free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears — valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 
The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair’s unbel- 


ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown ' 


out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman , | ebbitt’s 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, ‘this dis- 
gusting suggestion has given-the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 

Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 
many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. 


Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at | 


disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 


The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 


TEES 
BF Freedom; 


IMMIGRATION: THE 
TRUTH AT LAST! 


pest e nsaingreniehe nea danclgnnige 


For an information pack cail :- 0700 900 2671 


Official newspaper of the British Nat- 
ional Party. Monthly12-page tabloid. 
Price 45p. Sample copy 64p. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. Write 
to Voice of Freedom, PO Box 1032, 
llford, Essex IG1 1DY. 


Other publicity items in stock are the head- 
line-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour’s attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen, and British Countrymen, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 07774 454893 for details. 
Regular leafleting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! © 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November ‘97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional-reports, plus 
Stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 


Griffin and John Tyndall. 

Rally January ‘97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in Lond6én on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 

Rally “95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and see 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 

Videos of Rallies ‘95-’97 cost £15.87 each post- 
free. 

Rally “94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £72.87 post-free. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 41p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 


British National Party lapel badges: These are 
temporarily out of stock. The party is re-ordering, 
pand they should be available very soon. Watch 
this page for further information. 


PO Box 25352, 
London, NW5 


2FE. 


identity 


Identity is the newly launched official magazine 
of the British National Party. With 28 glossy 
pages and full-colour cover and on some inside 


pages as well, 


plus articles on a wide range of 


topics, Identity is a showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for 
dedicated activists and sympathisers alike. 


The cover price of Identity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain 
their sample copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just 
£2.00. Please make cheques or Postal Orders payable to ‘Identity’, and send 


to PO Box 25352, London, NW5 2FE. 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0700 900 2671) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


... AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991), 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 


ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
-by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in_ intellectual 
capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
‘titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 


BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£17.00. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joing the élite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned 
the Zionist dream into its present nightmare. 
361pp. 

CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 


novel about the destruction of the white race by .. 
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The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to ‘Freedom 
Books’ only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 
Notts. NG19 6HP 


New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fill important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of the 
policies of the party. The party reserves the right 
to differ with some of the authors over some 
parts of their writings. 


Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 
ordinary bookshops but now only available from 
the nationalist ‘underground’, it is one of the 
great works of fiction of the second half of the 
20th century. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 
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history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend-- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
ll! leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- ° 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows David . 
Irving in its raising of awkward questions 
concerning Churchill as a national leader, though 
the author is more moderate in his treatment of 
his subject than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with © 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 

EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 
is fascist and corporatist in inspiration. Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reit- 
linger. 1996, 149pp. 


-FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’... the first 


thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War... the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain's membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 

GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £15.00. How American sovereignty 
and social justice are being sacrificed to the gods 
of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and social justice with great 
relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN« (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’. Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 


MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
rep. 1992. 73pp. 


MANY SHADES OF BLACK & (John Bean) £8.00. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
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describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 


leading up to the Second World War. First 


published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ost- 
rovsky) £18.00 hardback, £8.00 paperback. In 
this sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue 
agent exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells 
the truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and 
the near-assassination of George Bush. 300pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 


(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 
RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc) £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 


REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 


Francis) £6.50. A series of incisive essays 


arguing that white patriots should adopt 
insurgent, rather than conservative, strategies to 
defend their culture and values. Although written 
for Americans, this book contains many 
invaluable lessons for British nationalists too. 
1997, 250pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the Exchange Rate Mechanism 
(ERM) and the dangers involved in European 
monetary union and European federalism. 1995, 
xviii, 427pp. 

STANDARDBEARERS £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt slav- 
ery and destructive economics. 1990, 337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the _ illegitimate power 
structures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse 
‘behind the scenes’ of international politics. 
1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 

TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a satis- 
factory and beneficial financial system. A long- 
established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 320pp. 


WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 
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Great Burnley meeting 


BURNLEY, in Lancashire, has been the 
focal point of a great deal of activity and 
progress for the British National Party over 
the past two years, due largely to the keen 
and energetic leadership of Organiser Steve 
Smith. The local branch saw a record atten- 
dance of just under 100 when John Tyndall 
was the main speaker at its meeting on Nov- 
ember 7th. 

Mr Tyndall spoke of the recent fuel tax 
revolt as an example of the fact that, at long 
last, the silent majority in Britain is getting 
_ angry and starting to stir itself. This, Mr. 
Tyndall said, presented enormous oppor- 
tunities for the BNP. He went on to say, in 


Burnley meeting: Chris Jackson speaks, while Jo 


reply to those who dubbed the party 
‘extremist’, that Britain was heading for 
extreme crisis with Whites becoming a 
minority in large areas of the country. 
Whatever measures need to be taken to 
prevent the British people losing their 
country must be taken, he said. 

Mr. Tyndall concluded with a reference 
to the coming Remembrance Day, saying 
that we owed it to those we salute to fight to 
take back the land for which they died. 

NW Organiser Chris Jackson also spoke, 
calling on everyone to support the party’s 
election campaign in Preston (reported on 


opposite page). 


SS 


much-needed refreshment. 


elsewhere £34.0000. 


for banker’s commission and charges. 
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The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 
British Isles £24.000; Overseas surface mail £26.00D;; Air mail Europe £28.000; Air mail 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in 
the form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also 
the rates for bulk-buyers. 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
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hn Tyndall (seated on his left) takes some 


North East Report 


Eight BNP activists from the North East 
travelled down to London to attend the Demo- 
cracy Movement march and rally on October 
28th. Over 5,000 attended the march from across 
the country, and the flurry of Union Jacks parading 
along the route was an impressive sight. 

Sunderland BNP posted nearly 200 copies of 
the party newspaper to hauliers in the region as 
part of the party’s anti-fuel tax campaign, 

Remembrance Day saw groups in Sunder- 
land, Darlington and Stockton join the official 
ceremonies and lay wreaths on the party’s 
behalf. Activists in Darlington later organised 
their own ceremony and laid a wreath at a 
neglected Boer War memorial in the town. 

The region’s anti-asylum campaign in New- 
castle exploded into the headlines of the local 
newspaper with a front-page splash and double- 
page spread detailing the campaign in the West 
End of the city. A local leaflet had been distrib- 
uted in the Denton area warning residents that 
up to 16,000 refugees could be transferred to the 
area from the London borough of Brent. The 
figure of 16,000 was not an invention but was 
gleaned from a London newspaper. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the Brtitish National Party John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.15 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 
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MIXED BY-ELECTION RESULTS 


In the two parliamentary by-elections con- 
tested by the British National Party on Nov- 
ember 23rd the results were mixed. At West 
Bromwich West the BNP candidate, party 
leader Nick Griffin, obtained 794 votes (4.2 
per cent of the poll), while at Preston Chris 
Jackson, the party’s North West Regional 
Organiser, won 229 votes (1.1 per cent of the 
poll). 

In any ordinary situation, 4.2 per cent of 
the poll in a parliamentary election would be 
considered quite a fair result for a party like 
the BNP. However, earlier this year it looked 
very much as if the party could do much 
better — and in fact easily save its deposit by 
getting at least 5 per cent. Indeed, an organisers’ 
bulletin going out earlier in the year forecast 
5-10 per cent. Very encouraging local govern- 
ment election results around the country in 
May showed a tide of public support swing- 
ing towards the BNP as voters became more 
and more disillusioned with Labour and 
increasingly concerned about the hordes of 
asylum-seekers flooding in. In addition to 
this, West Bromwich West provided a partic- 
ularly good opportunity to capitalise on this 
favourable trend. BNP West Midlands Org- 
aniser Steve Edwards, standing for his former 
party, the National Democrats, had taken over 
4,000 votes in the general election of 1997 in 
a straight fight with the Speaker. Whilst a 
similar vote was not to be taken for granted 
this time, the name of Edwards had been well 


IVAN IV: A NEW LOOK 
AT THE CZAR THEY 


CALL’THE TERRIBLE’ 
(Contd. from page 15) 


household dies the entire household is, in a 
symbolic sense, ‘killed’ (p.266). One must 
understand, further, that lvan’s reign lasted 
nearly a half-century and thus, when com- 
pared with the 20th century, with tens of 
millions of anti-communists killed, lvan’s 
reign was far from ‘terrible’. 

However, his attacks on the corrupt aris- 
toracy (more accurately, oligarchy); his con- 
cerns with the security of the Russian 


Nation (the Livonian Order was eventually . 


dissolved after many defeats at the hands 
of the ‘backward’ Russians — though it is 
true Russia eventually lost the war against 
numerous opponents); his popularity with 
the peasantry and the commoner: the ex- 
pansion of the Russian Empire; the realis- 
ation in Europe that Russia was a force to be 
dealt with; Ilvan’s rather advanced literacy 
and understanding of history and theology; 
his actual construction of the concept of 
Russian Czardom that was to be more or 
less accepted until the communist revol- 
ution; and his securing of German and 
Dutch trade and tolerance towards their 
tradesmen who eventually settled in Mos- 
cow; these things showed that he clearly 
deserved his real title: ‘Ivan the Awesome’. 


1 Voievodies are regional governors. 


established in the constituency — the more so 
as Steve later had contested the Tipton Green 
ward (part of WBW) in a local government 
election, now as a BNP candidate, and won no 
less than 23.6 per cent of the poll. Thus had 
there been a lot of groundwork in the constit- 
uency, familiarising the voters with both the 
name of Edwards and the BNP. 

Originally, Steve’s wife Sharron Edwards 
had been selected as the party’s candidate for 
WBW and a campaign on her behalf started 
in the area back in the late Summer. Then 
there occurred the trouble in the party as a 
result of which she and her husband were 
‘expelled’, later to be reinstated as members; 


794 votes 
in West 
Bromwich 
(4.2 per 
cent of 
the poll) 


but Sharron was not reinstated as the can- 
didate. The campaign ground to a halt and 
was in fact never properly revived. Nick 
Griffin chose to be the party’s candidate 
instead. With only the very briefest cam- 
paign, not much being possible apart from 
election leaflets delivered through the postal 
service, he never stood to win the votes that 
Sharron Edwards would almost certainly 
have won had she remained the candidate as 
previously planned, and had the campaign 
begun months ago continued without a stop. 

Spearhead, while ever supportive of the 
BNP, will not shirk from criticism when crit- 
icism is called for. We have to say that the 
decision to interrupt Sharron Edwards’ cam- 
paign and replace her as the party’s can- 
didate was a grave error which resulted in a 
badly missed opportunity. 

The campaign in Preston was dogged by 
handicaps from the start. In Chris Jackson 
the party had an excellent candidate. Unfortun- 
ately, a lack of plentiful activists in Preston 
itself meant that most of the campaign workers 
had to be brought in from outside the area. In 
addition — by contrast with West Bromwich 
— there had not been a background of high- 
level activity in the area to assist the candid- 
ature. Most voters consequently had to be 
introduced to the BNP for the first time. 
Whilst in West Bromwich the candidate had 
the backing of three leaflets, including one 
full-colour one, in Preston the party had to 
make do with a single leaflet, produced with 
much greater economy. 

These results, while not the greatest the 
BNP has enjoyed, should not be cause for 
gloom. As always, lessons can be learned 
from these campaigns, and we must hope 
that they will be learned. Election results 
earlier in the year showed what the BNP can 
achieve, and we must take heart from these 
and soldier on with all the greater determin- 
ation and optimism in 2001! 


Spearhead late in January 


We are on time again this month, but we 
warm readers to expect our January issue to be 
delayed: our printers and print-finishers close 
down between Christmas and the New Year. 
Expect your copy on about the 9th-10th Jan. 
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Your typical ‘politician’ 


The two pictures here are of Labour polit- 
ician Geoffrey Martin — taken at different times 
in his career. In the picture on the left he is 
shown standing as his party’s election 
candidate for Ludlow, Shropshire, back in 
1974. Then Mr. Martin was strongly opposed 
to the terms of British membership of Europe. 
He said, referring to the EU under its name 
at the time: “The Common Market raises 
prices and taxes — we will renegotiate entry 
and hold a referendum on getting out.” 

The right-hand picture shows Mr. Martin 
as he is today. Now he is singing a very 
different tune. According to him: “Europe 
gives Britain real benefits — the single 
market helps UK businesses and protects 
against trade barriers.” 

So what has changed in this time? Well, 
Mr. Martin is now Head of UK Represent- ae, | Le 
ation for the European Commission. His re Hos 6 


salary is £100,000 a year — quite aside from  aliraepsericamecal oe +a ee 
the rimerous juicy ‘perks’ that such jobs ASU ML a 2000 
normally carry. He and his wife Gay live ina Labour's General Election candidate for Ludlow, Shropshire Head of UK Representation forthe European Co 
£500,000 Victorian house in fashionable Kew, [XC Aeg0h 0 cal ae cae Britain real 


. prices and taxes - we will’ benefits — the single market 
South West London. The son of a millworker Penegotiate entry and holda _ helps UK businesses and 
from Newry, Co. Down, Geofrey has — how referendum on getting out protects against trade barriers 


shall we say? — done well for himself! 

Geoffrey Martin is no exceptional case. He is fairly typical of today’s breed of party polit- 
ician. He is able miraculously and dramatically to change his political colours and opinions 
when it suits his career interests to do so. You can probably think of many others prominent 
in mainstream politics who have done the same thing — Tony Blair for one. He too was once 
against Britain in Europe — until he found out which way his political bread was buttered! 

isn’t it time for the British people to be governed by political leaders of principle - men and 
women who do what’s best for the country instead of just for themselves? 

This is the way we see it in the British National Party. Our leaders could have made lucrative 
careers for themselves toeing the line of the ‘establishment’ and going along with policies 
they knew were bad for Britain. Instead, they have chosen to fight for the things they believe in! 


For more information on the Te ONES SNEED RA Rta ihe Ac DSR upline apn 
British National Party, wnte 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary PPTTTTTITTTTTTTTrrrirreriiette 
PO Box 287 penenenecenscncnscccccnccsccccsssccsssnccscnscnsncscsssssnssscauscesssnssnas 
Waltham Cross 

Herts. EN8 8ZU | enclose donation Of.............::ccsssssseseeseesessnees 


Tel. 07774 454893 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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